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CURRENT TOPICS, 


| Dore tue Micnaetwas Srrrtyes, which extend over fifty-one 
working days, Mr. Justice Currry will only be ab‘e to devote nine 

s to the hearing of witness causes, and Mr. Justice Norra 
@leven days. It cannot be said that this gives any great prospect 
ef reducing the lists of these two learned judges. 





| Tur Arrear, List contains 74 appeals from the Chancery Division ; 
‘from the County Palatine Court; 91 from the Queen’s Bench 
jivision ; 5 from the Probate Division ; and 11 Bankruptcy appeals, 
making a total of 188 appeals. The total number, a year ago, was 





| Tue cavse wists of the Chancery Division, which we print else- 
where, contain 140 causes, &c., set down before Mr. Justice Kay, 
398 before Mr. Justice Currry, 213 before Mr. Justice Nonra, 
192 before Mr. Justice Srimumc, and 102 before Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu—making a total of 845. Last sittings the total was 
#6 ; and a year ago, 795, 





| Mr. Fcxroy’s Bill ‘‘to limit the powers of the water companies 
is cut off the tenants’ water supply where the rate is paid by the 
llord”’ became law last session (50 & 5) Vict. c. 21); and in 
bite of the appeal we made (ante, p. 247) to the lawyers in the 
ase with regard to the proposal of the Bill to create charges on 
erty practically undiscoverable, or discoverable only at much 
ble, by a purchaser, nothing seems to have been done, and 
lection 4 provides that ‘‘ where the owner, and not the occupier, is 
lable by law or by agreement with the water company to the pay- 
ent of the water rate” arrears of water rate payable by the 
iner of a dwelling-house “‘ shall, together with interest thereon 
the rate of £5 per centum per annum, computed from the 
Miration of one month from the time when the eame has been 
aimed by the company until receipt thereof by the company, 
ta charge on such dwelling-house in priority to all other charges 
sling the premises.” The result of this enactment will be 
at whereyer a dwelling-house of not exceeding the annual value 
£10 (in respect whereof the owner is, under the Waterworks 
mses Act, 1847, s. 72, liable te the water rate) is being pur- 
ised or mortgaged, inquiry will have to be made, on behalf of 
® purchaser or mortgagee, whether the vendor is in arrear with 
| water rate. The only effectual mode of making this inquiry 
ll be to address it to the water company’s collector, but it seems 
ubtful whether he will trouble to reply to a question which he 
‘not bound to answer. What will a purchaser say if his solicitor 
ald overlook the existence of section 4 of 50 & 51 Vict. ec. 21, 
@ alter the completion of his purchase he finds that the water 
Mpany are first mortgagees of the property for the amount of 
iderable arrears of water rate and interest thereon ? 





‘uz Mircuztstown vervicr, and the proceedings of which it 
the climax, have drawn attention to the subject of setting 

ide coroners’ inguisitions. We print elsewhere a letter which 
. Hereeet Srxruey has written on the subject, and which, it is 
improbable, may express the views of a very high authority. 

® may add to what is there said, that the proceedings before a 
ner are not invalidated by slight irregularities, provided these 
'Ret substantially affect the proceedings. Thus, in Reg. v. 
m (5 B. & §. 257) the court declined to interfere on the 
mind that evidence net upon oath had been received, and also on 
f ground of misdirection of the coroner to the jury, and of the 





coroner induced the jury, who 

had hanged himself was insane, 
—_ van A age: have the same 
v. Stu 12 Mod. 493), where the , wishing 
verdict of insanity, but, date the evidence of felo de 
strong, excluded some of the . In this case a criminal 
formation was fn i 

ordered. The difficulty 

super visum js, and 

conducted hi ; but the difficulty is 

a melius ingui' . The best 

subject is contained in R. v. Bunney (1 Balk. 190): 
inquest be bg te ys signe at om i 
visum corporis ; but if a melius inguirendum 

se gessit of the coroner ; the new inquiry must A ova 
or commissioners, not super visum corporis, but upon affidavits ; 
none but the coroner can inquire super viswm corporis, and 
not to be trusted again.” 
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THE PARTIAL assmMILation of the law of real estate to that of 
rsonal estate proposed in the Lord Chancellor’s Land Transfer 
ill of last session forms the subject of an interesting article by 
Mr. M. H. Box in the current number of the Law Quarterly 
Review, in which he maintains that no change of the law in the 
above direction can be satisfactory unless it involves the effacement 
of the distinction between the two classes of property. In support 
of this he shews, by numerous examples, how the destination of 
property often depends upon artificial rulés of law of which a 
testator has no suspicion, and how it even be altered at the 
will of a third party after his death. often happens in cases 
of vendors and purchasers by reason of the equitable effect of a 
eontract upon the nature of the ty. Thus, if a vendor die 
pending the completion of the contract, and it subsequently 
appears that the contract ¢an be enforced only against 
him and not by him, it d solely upon the pur- 
chaser whether the heir retain the property as hand 
or whether it shall go to the personal representatives as money. 
So, too, there is much confusion as to the ri i 
the executor of a mortgagee who has foreclosed and then died, 
ong foreclosure yk be i 
e mortgagor. (! 
purchase often given to 9 
tenant; and from the 
shewn, too, how in the administration 
and the beneficiaries in the 
of. Itis very desirable that such 
proposed by the Lord Chancellor’s 
minute attention to details, and we think 
well in calling attention to the subject. 





THE sTRANGE coyFusion which (as the recent case 
Whistler, 35 Ch. D. 558, shews) has arisen with 
the application of the rule in Re Tun 
Landay (30 W. R. 801, 20 Ch, D. 
part to the insertion, in the last edition of 
the midst of @ pal i 
statement pa ay the 
years it is fair to presume 
onus is on the executors to 
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*¢ The general rule both of law and equity is clear, that an executor 
may dispose of the assets of the testator; that over them he has 
absolute power; and that they cannot be followed by the testator’s 
creditors. It would be monstrous if it were otherwise; for then 
no one would deal with an executor. It is also clear that 
if at the time of alienation the purchaser knows they are assets, 
this is no evidence of fraud; for all the testator’s debts may have 
been already satisfied ; or if heknowsthat the debtsarenot all satisfied, 
must he look to the application of the money ? No one would buy on 
such terms.” And, as Lord Harnentey, C., said in Chariton v. 
Karl of Durham (17 W. BR. 995, 4 Ch. 434): ‘The persons with 
whom the executors are dealing are not bound to know the state of 
the testator’s assets, and it may be many years before all his debts 
are paid and his estate wound up.” ‘In many respects and for 
many purposes,” said Sir W. Grant, M.R., in Hill v. Simpson 
(7 Ves. 166), ‘‘third persons are entitled to consider them {i.c., 
executors | absolute owners. The power of disposition is 
generally incident, being frequently necessary; and a stranger 


shall not be put to examine whether in the particular instance | 


that power has been discreetly exercised.’’ There is nothing iu 
Re Tanqueray-Wiilaume and Landau to support the notion 
that any restriction on the power of executors to deal with 
the personal estate was intended. That was a case where 
executors in whom the legal fee was vested were selling 
real estate charged with debts, and, of course, the observa- 
tions in the judgments must be taken to refer to the case before 
the court. The object was to afford a rule in cases where a power 
of sale for payment of debts is given over real estate ; and the rule 
id down was that a purchaser under such a power after more 
than twenty years from the testator’s death is bound to inquire 
whether debts have been paid. As Mr. Justice Kay observed in 
Re Whistler, there is a wide difference between a mere power of 
sale for the payment of debts and the right given by law to the 
executor to deal with assets vested in him in that character. The 
executor has not merely to pay debts; he may have to pay 
expenses of administration and to raise money by mortgage of the 
testator’s estate; and for these purposes it is essential that he 
should retain the power of dealing with the testator’s assets. 


A curious question was raised in Re Jackson (35 W. R. 646) with 
regard to the old joint account clause inserted in mortgages. Does it 
operate only as between the mortgagor and the mortgagees, or does 
it slter the rights of the latter inter se? Three sisters advanced, 
cn various mortgages of real estate, moneys forming part of the 
proceeds of sale of their brother’s residuary estate, to which they 
were entitled as tenants in common. The mortgages were taken 
(apperently for the convenience of the mortgagors) in the names of 
the sisters as joint tenants, and in each mortgage deed an ordinary 
joint account clause was inserted. After the death of all-the 
sisters the question was raised, in an action for the administration 
of the estate of one of them, whether the insertion of the joint 
account clause was sufficient to countervail the equitable rule that 
money jointly advanced belongs to the lenders as tenants in 
common. The chief clerk held that it did; Mr. Justice Norra 
held that it did not ; but the decision of the learned judge appears 
to have rested on the evidence which was adduced of the intention of 
the lenders. The question would have been a serious one if the clause 
were still inserted, or if any doubt were left on the subject in the 
substituted provisions of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. Fortunately, 
however, section 61 expressly provides that ‘the mortgage-money 
- « + shall be deemed to be and remain money belonging to 
those on a joint account, as between them and the mort- 

’ And we d that this is the true interpretation of 
the old clause, and that Mr. Justice Noxra might have found in 
the general rule for the construction of deeds laid down in Bold v. 
Molineux (Dyer, 152), and confirmed in Hoe v. Hayley (12 East, 464) 
=—viz., that ‘‘in every deed s reasonable intention shall be construed, 

the words sound to a contrary meaning ”—a reason for 
construing the clause as applying ouly as between mortgagor and 
mort gageer. 


Tue svrnoxrries at the Treasury who compile the judicial 
statistics are not yet aware that petitions in the Chan ivision 


that ‘‘the proceedings in the office of the chancery registrars and 
the other business transacted at the Rolls” are shewn in Table 4, ~ 
On reference to Table 4 nothing is found to warrant this statement. © 


whole of the petitions are presented at the registrer’s office. 





In tae Banxevrrcy statistics just issued it appears that there 
were 4,170 cases of bankruptcy in 1884, 4,333 in 1885, and 4,816 © 
in 1886, which shews an increase of 646 cases in the three years, . 
On the other hand, the estimated deficiency on these estates de. 
creased from £9,973,997 in 1884 to £5,058,711 in 1886; while 
the percentage of assets to liabilities on the debtors’ statemcnts — 
increased from 28:7 to 36:1. 








VENDOR’S LIABILITY FOR DETERIORATION OF 
THE PURCHASED PROPERTY. 


purchaser of real estate in the interval between contract and com-: 
pletion was laid down by SirT. Plumer, V.C., in Harford v. Purrier 


ing to the purchaser from the date of the contract, and the money 
from that time as belonging to the vendor, the con- 
sequence is that if, after the contract, the estate be improved in 
the interval, or if the value be lessened by the failure of tenants 
or otherwise, and no fault on either side, the vendee has the benefit 
or sustains the loss.” 


purchaser (Paine v. Meller, 6 Ves. 349), and the accidental fall of 
part of the buildings, in which case, if the vendor is under a legal 
obligation to rebuild, the remainder of the buildings being 
dangerous, the purchaser is bound to indemnify him against his 
outlay: Robertson v. Skelton (12 Beav. 260). The difficulty b» 

always arisen with regard to the scope to be given to the words in 
the above extract which we have placed in italics: When isa 














ate no longer presented at “the Rolls.” In their return it is stated 





vendor in fault? or, in other words, what are the duties of th 
vendor in possession to the purchaser with regard to the property 
sold, and when do these duties come to an end? 

The doctrine that a vendor is liable for deterioration of the — 
property sold, arising, not merely from his wilful waste, but also 
from his negligence—as, for instance, from his allowing fences to — 


get out of repair or the land to remain uncultivated—was laid 
down in Foster v. Deacon (8 Madd. 394), decided two years after 
Harford +. Purrier, and was fully established by subsequent ~ 


cases (see Ferguson v. Tadman, 1 Sim. 530; Regent’s Canal Co. ¥. 
Ware, 23 Beav. 575; Thomas v. Buaton, 8 Eq. 120). The lan- 
guage of the earlier cases clearly implied that it was the duty of 
the vendor to re-let the land sold on a yearly tenancy, #9 
as to prevent it from going out of cultivation; and this was — 
subsequently expressly laid down by Jessel, M.R., in Karl of © 


Egmont v. Smith (6 Ch. D. 469). The duty of the vendor, he said, | 


4c 


“is to let the farms from year to year in order to obtain # 


sufficient rent and to keep the farms in a good state of cultivation. 
ES Whether the vacancy happen in the ordinary course of — 
determining the tenancy either by the landlord or the tenant, or | 
whether the vacancy bappens because the landlord gave the notice | 
at the request of the purchaser, ap to me, as regards the sub- ~~ 

terial” But there is no hint to be 
found in the earlier cases of any liability on the vendor greater 
than that resulting from an obligation to take reasonable care of 
the property, so that the purchaser may obtain it in the condition 
it- And it was considered to be also 
settled that this liability of the vendor was restricted to deteriora-" — 


sequent lisbility, wholly immateri 


in which he agreed to buy 
tion occurring before the time fixed for completion or the time at — 
which the tit 
taken posse 
v. Nance (4 Beav. 332). ‘As to deterioration after he took pos 
session, or after there was a title under which he might take 
possession,” said Lord Eldon in Binks v. Lord Rokeby ( 
“‘ the purchaser cannot have an allowance in respect of that.” 
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On the contrary, the table shews, in accordance with fact, that the 7 
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Tue elementary rule as to the rights and liabilities of vendor and 


(1 Madd. 532), as follows :—‘‘ The estate is considered as belong. ~ 


Familiar instances of the application of this ~ 
general rule are the destruction by fire of buildings on the pur- ~ 
chased property, in which case the vendor is not liable to the 
purchaser, even though he has allowed the insurance to expire on 
the day originally fixed for completion, without notice to the ~ 





shewn was such that the purchaser ought to have 
ssion: Binks v. Lord Rokeby (2 Swanst. 222); Minohin ~ 
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So matters remained from 1818 to 1872. But in the latter year 
there occurred the decision of Phillips v. Sylvester (21 W. R. 179, 
8 Ch. 173). In that case there had been nearly six years’ delay 
in completion, admittedly solely attributable to the purchaser, who 
had wrongly claimed a small piece of land as included in the 

urchase contract. There was no question as to the title, but the 
vendor had (as he was entitled to do) refused to give possession of 
the property until the purchase-money was paid; and, in the 
meantime, he had allowed the property to remain unlet and 
entirely neglected. It was held by Lord Selborne that, although 
the delay in completion was solely due to tke purchaser, and 
although the vendor, in refusing to give up possession, was acting 
within his right, yet he was liable to the purchaser for the amount 
of rent which might have been received, and for the deterioration 
which had occurred in the property. The grounds of the decision 
were these :—By the effect of the purchase contract the right to 
the property passes to the purchaser; the right of the vendor 
is turned into a right to receive the purchase-money, for 
which he has a lien on the land until the purchase-money 
is paid. He is therefore in the same position as ‘‘ any other 
person would be, who, having security on land, insisted on 
the possession of the land as further security.” That is to 
say, the vendor who retains possession until completion 
does so in the character of mortgagee in possession. It may, we 
think, be safely said that up to this decision no one had dreamt of 
ascribing this character to the possession of the vendor. In Sherwin 
y. Shakspear (5 De G. M. & G. 517) it was expressly decided by 
the Lords Justices that a vendor who has to account to a purchaser 
for rents and profits from the time fixed for completion is not, 
unless a special case be made, liable to account for sums which he 
might have received but for his wilful default, nor entitled to an 
inquiry as to repairs or lasting improvements. ‘‘ There is a vast 
distinction,” said Lord Justice Turner (p. 536), ‘‘ between the 
position of a vendor and that of a mortgagee who enters into pos- 
session of the estate. The mortgagee, when he enters, enters under 
a condition imposed on him by this court of exercising the utmost 
diligence for the benefit of himself and the mortgagor; but in the 
ease of a vendor, the vendor does not take, but remains in, posses- 
sion of the estate. It may ultimately appear that the estate of 
which he is in possession may never become the estate of the par- 
cbaser at all; and I think that if he continues in the due and 
ordinary course of management if ts not the course of this court to 
charge him, upon the principle of his having been converted into the 
position of a mortgagee for the purchase-money.” This was 
the law as understood by one of the most accurate and 
careful judges who ever sat on the bench; and it will be seen 
that is is in direct conflict with the singular doctrine laid down 
by Lord Selborne. It appears, moreover, from Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich’s valuable and interesting judgment in the recent case of 
Royal Bristol Permanent Building Society v. Bomash (35 Ch. D. 
$90) that, on Phillips v. Sylvester subsequently coming before Sir 
George Jessel, M.R., on further consideration, that eminent juice 
expressed a strong disapproval of Lord Selborne’s decision, and that 
the well-known passage in 2 Dart’s V. & P. (5th ed.) 650, in 
which the decision is severely criticized, had the approval of the 
late Master of the Rolls. Mr. Justice Kekewich in the recent 
case expressed an opinion that this criticism was sound; and 
we trust it may be anticipated that the strange notion that a 
vendor remaining in possession under any circumstances is in the 
position of a mortgagee in possession, will be discarded. 
The true position of the vendor retaining ion was laid 


$21), where Lord Cairns said that ‘‘the vendor was a trustee of 
the property for the purchaser ; the purchaser was the real bene- 
ficial owner, in the eye of a court of equity, of the p , sub- 
ject only {o this observation, that the vendor was not a mere dormant 
trustee ; he was a trustee heving a personal and substantial interest 
in the property; a right to protect that interest and an active 
right to assert that interest if anything should be done in 
derogation of it.” In other words, the vendor is, as Sir 
G. Jessel said in Zari of Egmont v. Smith (ubi suprd), “a 
trustee, no doubt with peculiar duties and liabilities, but 
he is a trustee.” His peculiar duties appear to consist in 
taking reasonable care that the property sold does not suffer 


ee 
from lack of repair, or (as Mr. Justice Kekewich said in Royal 
Bristol Permanent Society v. Bomash) trom done 
by a tenant on the removal of fixtures, or from the of 
windows or anything of that kind. 

But on the question at what time does the vendor’s liability 
cease, we are left He J much in 
the words of the judgment in Phillips 
followed, it continues so Jong as 
stances, remains in possession of 
case the vendor refused to give possession to the purchaser. 
recent case the purchaser refused to take possession, 
into receipt of rents, until the vendors could give vacan 
sion, but, as Mr. Justice Kekewich held that the vendors 
tracted to give vacant possession, they were in default, 
purchaser was justified in his refusal. It seems to 
case has yet decided that a vendor’s liability contin 
has shewn a good title according to the conditions 
has offered to give to the purchaser; and 
where completion is likely to be delayed owing to questions not 
relating to the title, the safe course for the vendor is to offer to 
give such possession or receipt of rent as may be stipulated for in 
the purchase agreement. 
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IS COMPULSION REALLY NECESSARY FOR THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF REGISTRATION OF TITLE? 


IL. 
Iw our last article we reminded our readers of the ill-success of the 


selfish opposition of solicitors, and a surmise that the failure of the 
Act was mainly due to that cause. We also shewed that the best 
possible judges—namely, the Royal Commissioners of 1868—after 
giving the matter their very serious attention, entirely acq 

the profession of all blame. We consider this to havea 
bearing on the subject before us—‘‘ whether compulsion be 
necessary ?”—because, as will afterwards , we 
principal strength of the demand for ion, even 
present day, rests on the ground of this mistrust of solicitors as 
body, and so no inquiry into the validity of that demand 


repel 


possibly be of the slightest value which does not give full weight 
to this aspect of the matter. 

After proving that the solicitors were not the cause of the 
failure of the Act of 1862, the commissioners to say what, 
in their opinion, the causes were. The two main causes they 
mention are, first, that the avenue to the register was practically 
closed to the majority of landowners by the difficulty of proving a 
perfect title; and, second, that the system pursued in registering 
subsequent dealings was too complicated to give satisfaction to 
even the small number of landowners who succeeded in navigating 


= estates over Oe Pein a Neer a just 
o remedy the difficulty the report 
the species of registration now known as “‘ Possessory Tit! 
foe the ccsens (Sat Le the system of 
sued should be limited to registering fee simples 
as to enable the practice to be assimilated 
already in operation in the Register of Stock. 
gestions were, in fact, 
The question of com 
sioners, nor is it men in thei 
been a not infrequent concomitant 
possessory title ever since their 
seen from considering the history 
which is as follows:— 

The name is not a very fortunate 
nature of the evidence on which 


than the nature of the 
London solicitor, Barthes 9 og 7 
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serious deterioration, either, in the case of land, from the destruc- 
tion of the fences or non-cultivation; or, in the case of buildings, 
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given period (not yalike the Chancellor's five years for ‘ confirma- 


po ¥ enly at that early res ten or tmenty years (paragraph | sy 


was the time s for maturing the title), and the evid- 
ence was to be possession only (Evidence, page 485). The com- 
missioners, in their report (page 36), abstain from comment on this 
plan, because it appeared to them to alter existing titles, ‘‘ to 
change the character of existing rights and to shorten the periods 
during which they might be asserted,” matters which it was not 
within their commission to treat. 

In the report of the next commission, ho wever—the Registration 
of Title Commission—published in 1857, the question is definitely 
discussed. In paragraph XLVII., page 26, of the report, five 
different sorts of compulsion are stated ani considered :— 

(1.) To oblige all owners to make their claims within a given 
time, om pain of losing their lands should another be registered 
owing to such default ; 

(2.) (Apparently) To have a general inquiry into all titles, and 
to register (only) such as were proved sound ; 

(3.) To make registration an essential requisite to the legal 
completion of any transfer ; pad 

(4.) To render it conclusive as to priority of rival claims in cases 
of conflict. 

For various reasons, most of which have since become the 
common property of all disputants on the subject, the commis- 
sioners declined to recommend the adoption of any of the above 
modes of compulsion, though not without some difference of 
opinior as to the laet. 

(5.) To require that properties once voluntarily registered should 
not be taken off the register. This they recommend. 

As regards the general question, they propose (paragraphs LV. 
to LXI., pages 33 to 35) that ‘‘ registration of title should be two- 
fold—one which shall at once enable the registered owner to 
tramsfer the estate with a present or immediate statutory title ; the 
other, registration of actual ownership without the power to 
transfer an immediate statutory title ’"—possessory title in short. 
Only the former of these was, in fact, embodied in either of the 
two Bills introduced into Parliament in 1859, or in the measure 

by the Legislature in 1862. 

en came the failure of the Act of 1862 (already commented 
on), which resulted (as we have seen) in the re-appearance of the 
two-fold system recommended in 1857. It is evident, however, 
from the language of the Report of 1870 (paragraph 74) that the 
commissioners then placed much more reliance on the still 
untried expedient of possessory title than on the absolute title 
Pate whose fruits had been so scanty. In fact, it was evidently 
ought that absolute titles could never be granted on terms short 
of exorbitant, and so, official assistance having failed to create the 
ease and security ultimately aimed at, the assistunce of old Father 
Time was called in instead. To a possessory title “‘lapie of time 
will confer an ever-increasing validity till it becomes marketable 
in the technical sense and practically indefeasible,” and then 
follows the now classical “‘ filter” metaphor. “ It is as though a 
filter were placed athwart a muddy stream; the water above re- 
mains muddy, but below it is clear, and, when you get so far down 
the stream as never to have occasion to ascend above the filter, it 
is the same thing as though the stream was clear from its source” 

( of 1870, paragraph 75, page xxviii.). 
fell would it have been for “‘possessory title” and all con- 
cerned it had this simple principle been relied on in its integrity. 
Unfortunately, among one or two other mistakes which we shall 
point, out further on, it was thought advisable (if we may continue 
the metaphor) to do a little preliminary dredging above the filter, 
im the shape of requiring “‘as a precaution against the entry of a 
purely fictitious title ” (Report, paragraph 76), the making of a pre- 
investigation which, in the practice under the resulting 
Act, took shape in the making of certain affidavits, the production 
of the last conveyance, and (presumably) its perusal, the con- 
sideration of the question whether, by stamping certain deeds pro- 
duced, the fact of the registration could or SE wat be concealed 
from a person dealing with the land. What harm (except to the 
himself) the registration of a purely fictitious title could 
is not apparent: nothing was to be guaranteed, so nothing 
‘ it by purchasers, This left-handed inves- 
tigation 
amount 


oonee 


whatever in clearing the title, and the 
of trouble it involved, or appeared capable of involving, 


operated as a most decided check upon landowners adopting the — 
stem. 
To return to the facts. Although the Commissioners’ Report of 
1870 did not even su compulsion, although the Report of 1857. — 
had ex disapproved of it, and although no really efficient. 
reason as yet been propounded for recourse to such an expe 
dient, other than the perhaps natural desire of the reformer to 
have the fulfilment of his project guaranteed by sovereign autho. 
rity, Lord Selborne, in 1874, thought the compulsory registration 
of possessory titles on all sales would be a justifiable provision, ang * 
accordingly included it in his Bill of that year. But Lord Cairns 
was of another opinion (which he always afterwards maintained, 
even in the face of the failure of his own Act), and, accordingly, 
the Act of 1875 was voluntary, like its predecessor. i 

The failure of the Act of 1875, however, raised a fresh difficulty, 
and was marked by a reappearance of the old suspicion. The re. 
port of Mr. Osborne Morgan’s Committee of 1878, 1879, does nob — 
endorse that suspicion in any way, but it contains the following | 
passage, which, in the present state of the public mind on the © 
subject, is next door to admitting the necessity of compulsion:— — 
‘‘ Rightly or wrongly, the public or their professional advisers have — 
deliberately made up their minds that the advantages offered by 
the new system of registration are too speculative and remote tg — 
compensate for the immediate and certain outlay and trouble ~ 
which are inseparable from it. . . (page v.). They are informed, 
on the authority of Mr. Follett and Mr. Holt, that no system of 
registration of titles can be devised which will be voluntarily — 
adopted ” (page iv. ). The committee then deprecate compulsion on 
general grounds, and go on to record their opinion that improve. — 
ments in conveyancing must be sought in other expedients. Oum | 
own belief is that the failure of the Act of 1875 was principally ~ 
owing to the apathy shewn by all high personages in relation to 
the matter from the moment the Act was passed down to abou} ~ 
this time last year. If the “ ry title” system 
had been properly (or at all) advertised, and if the 
approaches to the register had been made in the least easy, 
it local solicitors had been appointed agents of the office, &e., 
matters would probably by this time have been very different. 
Lord Thring’s evidence given to Mr. O. Morgan’s Committee tenda — 
to support this view. “First, I consider the passing of Lond © 
Westbury’s Act threw a blight over the whole thing; then the 
feeling of the profession is a very conservative one; it is 
difficult to move, and the dead weight of an opposition of that sort 
is very great ” (this we have never disputed) ; ‘‘and, lastly, the 
public are not acquainted with the provisions of the Act; or, im 
other words, it has not been properly advertised or made public. 

. « « I told the Government that I was certain the other Ach 
had thrown a sort of blight upon the whole system, and that 
unless unusual exertions were used it would not be taken advan — 
tage of. Probably there ought to be in the larger places 
agencies. . Ifit were pushed in the way you or I ona 
company would push engthing we were concerned in, I think it © 
would succeed’ (1879, Evidence, paragraphs 7, 8, 25, 67). 

Meanwhile a new element was exerting a marked and powerful — 
influence on the minds of the commercial community—who have ® — 
very direct interest in land asa marketable commodity, and as @ 
security for debts and engagements—namely, the success of the 
Torrens system in Australasia. Untaught to observe the greab 
differences between the Torrens and the Westbury-Cairns system — 
which subsequent study has brought to light, the general publie — 
has come to the conclusion that the Act of 1875 cannot have had — 
fair play, or else it would have succeeded as the Colonigl Acts have. — 

The subject passed for a time out of the hands of the landownem 
themselves into those of speculative politicians, whose stud 
experience are seldom equal to their enthusiasm and self-co 
and among these there can be no doubt that the demand for com 
pulsion is most determined, and is founded on the imp 
Sa oe has much plausibility at first sight) that nothing else 

the necessary work of overcoming professional opposition 
prejudice. 

Thus it is in vain that it has been urged that solicitors oppe 
registration in Australia quite as much as they are suppose 
have—and more than they are proved to have—op it 
England ; in vain is the a at prambgebed ex se bat, 
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would have sufficed to prevent their availing themselves of it. The 
multitude cannot be expected to recognize fine distinctions ; their 
minds seem almost unalterably made up. 

For various reasons, however, the accusation against solicitors 
pene which the argument for compulsion is robbed of half its 

lorce) has been withdrawn to some extent. Respect for the opinion 
which has prevailed with all the Royal Commissions and Parlia- 
mentary Committees that have considered the matter hag prevented 
the responsible leaders of the two great parties in the State from 
basing their claim for compulsion on this ground. Compulsion 
appears to them to be defensible and necessary mainly for another 
reasop, to be noticed next—namely, that registration is so remote a 
benefit that it is not to be expected that any present generation of 
landowners should voluntarily adopt it. But when this is con- 
sidered carefully, it will not appear to present registration in a 
yery attractive light, or to account for the fact that compulsory 
registration is at present such a popular cry as it is. We venture 
to think that, while the leaders are moved by this conviction, their 
supporters are still actuated by the suspicion of solicitors which we 
have seen to be widely diffused, and perhaps pardonable as an error 
of the ignorant. 

To turn to the view now propounded by the great leaders in the 
matter, it amounts to this: No means yet devised will place an 
absolute title within the reach of an ordi landowner ; possess- 
ory title, therefore, is the only resource. But possessory title 
confers no benefit upon the existing generation of landowners; 
therefore, it is useless to expect them voluntarily to adopt it; if it 
is to be established at all, it must be by compulsion ; landowners 
must submit to a burden they would never willingly undertake, in 
consideration of the benefit to posterity. A more unfortunate 
statement can hardly be conceived. If it betrue, heavy compensa- 
tion out of the public funds ought to be made to the present 
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LAND TRANSFER. 


OBSERVATIONS ON THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 1887. 
BRENNAN, Solicitor. Waterlow & Sons (Limited) 

This hlet is based on letters which have appeared in the 

ig The author pposed to 


generation of landowners for their trouble and inconvenience. No . The keyz 
tign of the intention to make such compensation is apparent. If | following ae at p. 11) :— a to the — Act of 1682, 
it be not true, then, again arises the old question, Why should prer semc. vb sor es ee aurhed ‘tapenade a 


a well-educated class of men need to be compelled to do what is for 
their own benefit, or even (in reason) for the benefit of their 
children ? 








REVIEWS. 
MODERN EQUITY. 


Leapine Cases in MopEern Equity. By Tomas Brett, LL.B., 
B.A., Barrister-at-law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Let us say at once that Mr. Brett’s book is an interesting one. It 
is interesting because it sets forth concisely a number of decisions of 
recent years- which to a large extent replace those of a previous 
date, and these are followed by short essays on the points of law 
involved. It affords the reader a good deal of information, while it 
saves him the long arguments and judgments of the cases in White 
and Tudor, with the formidable treatises appended to each, 

But we doubt whether Mr. Brett has made the book as useful as he 
might have done. What we really want in our law is systematic ex- 

tion, and here we have nothing ofthe kind. Of course it would 

wrong to judge any book by a higher standard than that which it 
aims at, and if the object is merely to give a number of detached 
decisions, the author is quite at liberty to confine himself to this. 
But he ought, in that case, to refrain from enlarging the book by a 
quantity of miscellaneous information which can only be really 
useful when properly arranged. Thus the note to Richards v. | o 
Delbridge (P. 8) on Declaration of Trust, which is introduced to shew 
how a voluntary gift or settlement can be validily made, finishes op 
with a list of persons who may be trustees and with the sections o 
the Conveyancing Act on the appointment of trustees. So in the 
note to Re yan | . 149), which dechles that a may be tenant 
for life under the Settled Land Act, 1882, though he receives no in- 
og hom the land, we have the outline of a treatise on the whole of 

e Act, 

Indeed, the book gives us not so much leading decisions in | « 

equity as a great quantity of information on the law iz 

cases now assigned to the Chancery Division, and that quite 
regardless of whether they illustrate equitable doctrines or 
no, We have already referred to Re Jones, which is a case 
on the construction of the Settled Land Act. We may also 
refer to Reid vy, Reid (p. 142) on the Married Women’s Pro Act, 
1882. Both of these are highly important and interesting cases, but 
it is difficult to see their connection with modern equity. The same 
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CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Company — Perrr1on — Creprrors— Priority — ADVERTISEMENT — LonDoN 
Gazetre—Norice. 


In the case of the Alliance Supply Stores (Limited), before Charles, J., on 
the 14th inst., the question arose whether the petitioner presenting a 
second petition had notice of a petition previously presented, and whether 
he had any priority by virtue of his petition being advertised first in the 
London Gazette. Two petitions were presented to wind up the company, 
one by a creditor to the amount of £5 3s. 8d., being also a debenture 
holder to the amount of £300, the other by a creditor to the amount of 
£160. The petitions were opposed by creditors to the amount of £518, 
but the company consented to a winding-up order being made. For the 
first petition it was said that the company was insolvent, and ex debsto 
justitia should be wound up. This petition was presented on the 21st of 
September, the second petition on the 23rd of September. Reference was 
made to the Globe Steel Co. (23 W. R. 823, 20 Eq. 337). Oreditors opposed 
the petition, but the company said the business could not goon. In the 
cases where the creditors successfully opposed the company also opposed. 
Reference was made to The Uruguay Co. (27 W. R. 571, 11 Ch. iy 372), 
Middlesborough Assembly Rooms Co. (28 W. R 868, 14 Oh. D. 104), Langley 
Mill Steel and Ironworks Co. (19 W. R. 674, 12 Eq. 26), London and 
Suburban Bank (19 W. R. 763, 6 Ch. 641), Great Western Forest of Dean 
Coal Consumers’ Co. (30 W. R. 885, 21 Ch. D. 769), Chapel House Colliery 
Co. (31 W. R. 356, 13 Eq. 474). The company was in the nature of a 
partnership, and could refuse to goon. As to the petitions, this one was 
advertised first of the two in the Daily Chronicle, but the second petition 
was advertised first of the two in the London Gazette. Under the new 
practice it was not a question of advertisement, a second petition now 
could not be presented without notice of a first petition, because it was the 
duty of the officer of the court to search and find out whether any previous 
petition had been presented. For the second petitioner it was said that 
several bills of exchange remained due and dishonoured. The first 
eae was a small creditor and was also an officer of the company. 

second petition was advertised first in the London Gazette. United 
Ports General Insurance Co. (20 W. R. 356, 13 Eq. 474). Creditors to the 
amount of £515 opposed. On their behalf it was said that the company 
was not insolvent; the assets consisted of 5s. uncalled capital on each £1 
share, stcck in trade £500, valued at £400, being originally bought for 
£1,800, book debts £2,500, valued at £500. These valuations were incorrect, 
and it had not been made out that the company was insolvent. 

Cuarzes, J., made one order on both petitions, and the usual order as to 
costs, and gave the conduct of the winding up to the petitioner who ad- 
vertised first in the London Gaztte.—Counset, D. L. Alexander; B. E. 
Lawrence ; Cooper Wyld ; and Gatey. Soricrrors, K. Powles ; J. Godfrey § 
Hickson ; Thomas Durant ; and Thomas W. Hail. 

Pay— 


Arracument — Oxper To Pay—Duisoneprence —Ixapmuitry To 


Dextors Act, 1869, s. 4. 


In the case of Re Mognay, Tipper ¥. Tipper before Charles, J., on the 
14th inst., the question arose whether a writ of attachment should issue 
against the defendant for disobedience to an order made by Chitty, J., 
on the 3rd of August, whereby the defendant George Tipper was ordered 
to pay £1,304 19s. 9d. into court. In 1881 Mrs. Eloisa Magnay was burnt 
to death in the fire at the Opera House at Nice. The defendant George 
Tipper, a first cousin of the deceased, who died intestate, then took out 
letters of administration and obtained the papers and jewellery of the 
intestate and a sum of £1,304 19s. 9d. The plaintiff Clara M. Tipper and 
a sister, both sisters of the intestate, then brought this action, and Chitty, 
J.,0n the 3rd of August, made the order above referred to, which had not 
been complied with. For the defendant it was contended that he could 
not be imprisoned since the Debtors Act, 1869. Reference was made to 
Middicton v. Chichester (19 W. R. 299, 6 Ch. 152). The proceedings had 
been taken four years after the defendant had received the money; he 
was not aware that the plaintiffs were alive, he had since done all he 
could to get the letters of administration revoked. If the defendant were 
not sent to prison he could get employment and pay off the money by 


te. 

Cuantzs, J., said that all the considerations urged on behalf of the 
defendant were very relevant to his release, but the plaintiffs were en- 
titled to their order, the order not to be drawn up for ten days; the 
defendant to pay the coste.—Counser. De Courcy Atkins; Cagney. 
Soricrrons, Hare ¢ (o., for C. A. Wade, Henfieid, Sussex; 4. T. 
Benning. 


Partwensutp—Dispvte—Recetver—Assers 1x Danogn. 


In the case of Longbottom v. Woodhead, before Charles, J., on the 
19th inst , the question arose whether, where the existence of a partner- 
ship was disputed, but the assets were in joopardy, a receiver should be 

. This was # motion on behalf of Messrr. Longbottom, hot 
water engineers, of Leeds, asking that the interim injunction granted on 
the Zist of ber last by Charles, J., might be continued and a 
receiver ted. The action was brought for an account of the 
received by the defendant in respect of a partnership alleged to 

entered into between the pleintiffs and the defendant in Jan A 
1876. The plaintiffs alec asked for an injanction restraining the - 
with the ip a et the credit of the 

appointed. 


ant from 
partnership. nd fora wer to be defendant denied 
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cook (16 Ves. 49). Here the assets were in jeopardy, and the plaintiffs 
were entitled to have the interim injunction continued, and to have a 
receiver appointed. For the defendant it was said that there was a bond 
Jide dispute as to the existence of a partnership, and the court would not, 
under these circumstances, appoint a receiver. Reference was made to ~ 
Tucker v. Prior (ante, p. 784), where the law was carefully gone into, ~~ 
and Charles, J., refused to appoint a receiver; also to Lindley on 
Partnership, 4th ed., vol. 2, p. 1012; Peacock v. Peacock (16 
Ves. 49), Chapman v. Beach (1 Jac. & W. 594), Fairburn v. Pearton (3 

M. &G@ 144). The affidavit on which the interim injuaction was granted 
was misleading and the injunction should be dissolved: Custelli v. Coak 

(7 Hare, 94). It a receiver was appointed it should be the defendant, 
whv had managed the business. 

Cuarzes, J., said that this was one of tiaose exceptional cases wh 
though the partnership was in dispute, in his opinion a receiver sho 

be pated It had been proved that the book debts were in danger, 
and he did not see that the receiver would injure the plaintiff. He should — 
refuse to appoint the defendant as receiver, but continued the tnterim 
injunction, referring it to chambers to appoint a receiver.—CounsgL, — 
George Henderson; Decimus Sturges. Bortctrors, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, ~ 
for Walker § Tweedale, Leeds; Hamlin, Gramner, § Hanlin, for 

B. C. Pullen, Leeds. 







ArracumMest — Ancient Liguts—Osstruction —Inscnction —Oontempr— 
Arripavir—Cross- Examrnation—R. 8. C., 1883, XX XVITI., 20. 


In the case of Plake v. Hall, before Char'es, J., on the 14th iust., the ~ 
question arose whether counsel on behalf of the defendant had a rightin 
the vacation to cross-examine the plaintiff on a motion for leave to issuea — 
writ of attachment against the plaintiff. The action was one by 
Hermann Plake, cane blind manufacturer, against the defendant to 
restrain him from execting or permitting to remain on the Whitfield 
Burial Ground, Tottenham-court-road, a booth or tent so as to dar ‘ 
injure, or obstruct the ancient hghts of the plaintiff. Oa the 9th 
September last Kekewich, J., made an order restraining the defendantin 
the terms of the notice of motion. This order was not obeyed, as the 
plaintiff alleged, and a motion was now brought for leave to issue a writ 
of attachment against the defendant. The plaintiff said that the original 
tent had been removed, but another was put there which darkened the ~ 
plaintiff's windows. The defendant’s counsel then claimed as his right to ~ 
crose-examine the plaintiff on his affidavit, under rule 20 of order 37, and ~ 
was allowed to do so by the judge. The plaintiff in his cross-examina- ~ 
tion admitted that the old tent had been removed, but was unshakeg ~~ 
in his evidence that a tent was darkening his rooms. re 

Cuantzs, J., said that he was satisfied that an impudent contemptof | 
court had been committed, and made an order that the writ should issue, 
the order not to be drawn up for two days, the defendant to pay the costs, — 

Subsequently Charles, J., gave leave to the defendant's counsel to move © 
in chambers the following day on giving notice to the other side. 

On the 15th inst. Charles, J., on the defendant satisfying the court 
that he had removed the tent, and had paid the costs, discharged the ~ 
order, and on the defendant submitting to a perpetual injunction, the 
action came to an end.—Counsgt, Eustace Smith ; C. H. Turner. Soxicrrors, 

S. B. Abrahams; W. W. King. 


Compan y— Direcrors—Removal—N orice 


In the case of Browne v. La Trinidad (Limited) and Others before Charles, ~ 
J., on the 19th inst., the question arose as to the sufficiency of notice toa © 
director of a meeting at which it was decided to remove him from beings ~ 
director. This was a motion on behalf of James Thomas Browne, 6 
director of the company, to restrain the company and the directors from — 
holding a meeting on the 12th of October, 1887, and from hindering the 
plaintiff from acting as director, and attending the meetings of the com-~ 
pany. A mecting had been held of the board of directors at which it was” 
resolved to convene an extraordinary general meeting of the company 
pens certain resolutions. The first resolution was to remove the plaintift” 



































rom the directorate. ‘Che meeting of the board of directors was held at” 
to remove a director, but article 6 provided that Browne shou 

resolutions, was fixed for ‘he 28th of October. On behalf of the p a 
1); Harben v. Phillips (23 Ch. D. 14). The company had no on 2 
to enforce specific performance of an agreement to employ the plaix 
would not do this. Reference was made to Walker v. The London 

same, so he was not 

which the directors came to the conclusion that an extraordinary ge 
under the articles, he granted an injunction to res the de! 








4 Evidence was given that the asects were 
in danger. plaintifis it was said that there was ample evidence 
that there was partnership; the case was different from Peacock ¥, Pea- 


3.30 in the City, and notice of the meeting was given to the plaintiff at 
3.28. Article 91 of the Articles of Association gave the ren yd a : 
director until 1888. The first meeting had been held and the first 
resolution had been passed, but the second meeting, to confirm be 
reference was made to Pulbrook ¥. Richmond Consolidated Mining Oo. 
D. 610); Imperial Hydropathie Hotel Co., Blackpool ¥. Hampson (23 
2 
remove Browne before 1888, and the second meeting should be restrained 
For the defendants it wes contended that the motion was practic 
The court was asked to compel the company against their wili to take # 
plaintiff back when he was engaged in litigation against them. The cout 
ways Co. (12 Ch. D. 705). Notice to a director was not really nece 
if Browne had had notice, the resolution would have been passed all 
Onantes, J., said that was an initial infirmity in these proceedi 
the plaintiff, Mr. Browne, had had no notice whatever of a meeting & 
of the company should be summoned to remove the plaintiff f 
being a director. Giving no opinion as to the rights of the 
from holding a meeting to confirm the first resolution, and to restrain 
defendants from hindering the plaintiff from acting as a directs 
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CounseL, Marten, Q.0., and D. L. Alexander ; Latham, Q.C., and P. F. 
Stokes. Soxicrrorns, W.F. Tarn; Parker, Barrett, ¢ Parker. 


ArracumMent — Orpen — Drsosgprence — Taxation — SumMMONS TO VARY 
Taxtnc Masrer’s Certiricate. 


In the case of Re Fassett, Wells v. Dearie, before Charles, J., on the 19th 
inst., the question arose as to the issue of a writ of attachment against a 
solicitor, pending the hearing of a summons taken out by him to vary the 
taxing master’s certificate. was a motion for leave to issue a writ of 
attachment against the defendant Dearle, a solicitor, for disobedience to 
an order made on the 6th of May, 1887, whereby the defendant was 
ordered to pay £308 18s. 2d. into court. This sum consisted of 
£185 19s. 9d. balance found due from the defendant to the estate of 
Fassett, after deducting £216 2s. 7d. costs. About £100 of these costs had 
been disallowed, and the defendant had taken out a summons to vary the 
certificate of the taxing master. For the plaintiff it was eaid that after 
fourteen days the taxing master’s certificate was conclusive, and he was 
entitled to his order. For the defendant it was said that, pending the 
summons, the order ought not to be made, Reference was madé to R. 8. C., 
1883, LXV., 39, and Middleton v. Chichester, 19 W. R. 299, 6 Ch. 152. 
At all events, the defendant — to have liberty to apply to Stirling, J., 
to reduce the amount. One judge could not alter another’s order. 

Cuarues, J., ordered the writ to issue, to lie in the office for a fortnight, 
the defendant to pay the costs.—CounsrL, A. Beddall ; A’ Beckett Terrell. 
Soxicrrons, B. Burton; J. G. Dearle. 








MANCHESTER COUNTY COURT. 
Re WALTER LOWE—12th October. 
Atizecations or Oauses or Far.vre 1x Desror’s StaTEMEnt. 
During the public examination of this debtor, before Mr. Registrar 


receiver said 








CORONERS’ INQUISITIONS. 
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Lister, Mr. Newmen, who appeared for creditors, referred to a statement 
appended to the official summary of the debtor's affairs, in which the 
debtor alleged, amongst other things, ‘‘ that the cause of his failure was 
due to unwarrantable pressure from Woolley and several other creditors 
withdrawing their credit from him.”” To this allegation Mr. Newman 
objected, and in examination the debtor said he informed the official 
receiver, or some members of his staff, that one of the causes of his 
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failure was the pressure party Beep e but that, to the best of his 
knowledge, the official receiver not made any inquiries into the truth 
of his allegation. Mr. Newman contended that it was a libellous state- 
ment, and was calculated to injure the excellent reputation which Messrs. 
Woolley possessed. He thought that inquiries ought to be instituted 
before the official receiver published, on debtors’ statements, allegations 
of that kind, because Mr. Dibb occupied an official position, and the 
public were too apt to think that such statements were correct. The 
official receiver said he acted under the directions of the Board of Trade, 
and Mr. Newman could test the point by bringing an action. The 
registrar said he could not say that the official receiver was wrong, but 
he should be glad if the point was properly tested. The official receiver 
said he should be glad to get rid of the annoyance, and he wished Mr. 
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Newman would write to the Board of Trade on the subject. Mr. New- 
man seid he would do so, and suggested that in the meantime the 
official receiver should put at the end of such statements that they were 
made without any inquiry having been instituted as to their genuineness. 
He contended that there was not the slightest justification for putting 
Mesers. Woolley’s name in the statement. The pointed out 
that the causes of the debtor’s failure were only ‘‘alleged.”” Mr. New- 
man: Suppose the debtor said that his failure was due to the official 
receiver’s mismanagement of some property. Would he insert that? 
The official receiver: Certainly, May I say that I or that form in 
consequence of some observations which a judge made? The question 
was whether my phraseology was what the debtor actually said, and the 


thought it very desirable that the point should be inquired into. Mr. 
Newman remarked that Mr. Dibb’s name being attached to the debtor's 
statement gave it an official tendency. The —oe agreed that the 
name being appended to the statement gave it a degree of importance. 
The official receiver said the object of the Bankruptcy Act was not only 
to find out what the debtor had done, but also whether some of the 
creditors were not open to criticism. The registrar said it was duubt- 
less a hardship when creditors should not only lose their money, but be 
bandied before the public. There were many men who would rather lose 
their money than have their names given in that way. That was 
& weak point of the Bankruptcy Act, but he did not know how they 
could get over it. The official receiver said he had no desire to say 
that which would harm anyone. Mr. Newman said the debtor had ad- 
mitted that no questions were asked by anyone im the official receiver's office 
whether his statement was justifiable. He contended that it was a 
libellous statement, and he did not see how the official receiver was privileged. 
The registrar: If you feel this 2° ee uestion, I do not think you 


the subject that I have 

or insanity, but these appear 
by a coroner is a 
court will en 


d 


9, s. 56), that “if it appear that a coroner hath been guilty of any 
practice in the taking of an inquisition, it seems that a melivs inguirendum 
shall be awarded for the ot 
who shall not 
witnesses ; an 
new inquest, because it aw from his former misbehaviour 
not to be trusted. But Pay 1 sega 4, 
point of form only, he may, and —— ©. — 


manner as if h 


i for this proposition are Be *s case, mentioned by 
a Soe ‘is, end Il, oy Se eT ae 


judge advised me to quote from what they said in future. The registrar | case the subject 


d insa hen he was real!y se. The was refused, 
but the court told the counsel + made it inet Sat be coud produce an 
affidavit that the jury did not go i their evidence, orof indirect 


roceedings of the coroner, then they 
been 


und of application for a melins inqwirendwm the 








ought to sit down with what the of e say. The official receiver: | versal regret. 

By the mag pend Act wp pa a ae power to = aa oy 8 the a for many yee Ss extensive and —* and 
lorms, and they prescribe this very form. ¢ registrar thought there | last year was one taxing masters ate 

was no doubt it was rather hard upon creditors. He did not know | The following tribute to his character, which was paid by the Lord 
whether the examinations of debtor sought always to be public, but to open cellor 

that question would be to go to the root of the whole Bill. Par t 





had said they ought to be eo, but he had great misgivings about it, and | He was one of my 

seonght rome seer aay) = a tothe cont as eee pl ine Fae Be pe . a have lost —_— 
matters shou made public. Some people whore names were brov u painstaking work with 

before the court felt the ceoumutenees , and he bad had many loyally and well, I am tauly and eincerely sorry, very corry, for his 


Complaints, but it was not bie fault, or the fault of the official receiver, 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
HUDDERSFIELD INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on Monday evening, Mr. 
§. Luanoyp (president) in the chair. 

After the report and balance-sheet had been adopted, the retiring pre- 
sident (Mr. Learoyd) delivered an address on commercial education, and 
the relation of legal training to it. In the course of it Mr. Learoyd 

ed out the interest of the question to svlicitors, and the importance 
of it to the community, and said that anything that they could do to 
— their local industry must benefit the district and promote the 
terests of the legal profession. It was a misfortune that their commer- 
cial life was regarded more as a trade or occupation than a science, and 
the question of profit had been the consideration more than the study of 
the les on which commercial prosperity depended. After referring 
at some length to the weakness of our commercial training, and to the 
fact that the strength of our foreign competitors rested upon their 
superior commercial education, the president referred to the various 
systems of commercial and technical education abroad, and pointed 
out the comprehensive nature of the studies of the ~—_ It was, 
he said, almost a chronic habit in Huddersfield to send deputations to 
other towns to see what they were doing, but why should not Hud- 
defsfield in this matter take the lead and shew it to be possible to 
tack on to a system of technical education one of commercial education, 
and form classes for teaching it? It was obvious that a knowledge of 
commercial law was at the very foundation of a commercial education, 
and without it such a course would be useless and impossible. As to who 
was to teach the law in these commercial schools he was prepared to throw 
out a challenge to our commercial and technical tribunals —namely, That 
if they could provide the classes, the society he represented would, so 
far as the | was concerned, find the teachers from among the pro- 
fessional men of Huddersfield who were thoroughly capable of undertaking 
the duty. What had the profession done for the good of the town? 
Practically nothing, as a society and a profession. Here, as it seemed to 
him, was their opportunity, and if commercial classes were formed in 
connection with the Chamber of Commerce and Technical School, let the 
society be prepared to undertake the legal part of the training ; and then 
let the town set an example to other centres of industry, and shew that 
were in earnest in removing from their commercial life the stigma 
existed upon it. After pointing out the lamentable ignorance there 
‘was commercial men of commercial law, Mr. Learoyd said that, so 
far as he knew, England was about the only civilized country in which 
that education was not afforded. Surely it was time for them to realize 
their deficiencies, and to set to work to remedy them. In conclusion he 
moved :—‘‘ That the Huddersfield Incorporated Law Society begs to call 
the attention of the Chamber of Commerce and the Technical School of 
Huddersfield to the question of commercial education, and begs to offer 
that in the event of an attempt being made to impart this education this 
society will be glad to afford the necessary professors and teachers to 
undertake the legal part of the training.’ 

Mr. Hexzy Barxer, in seconding the resolution, seid that all that it 
committed them to was that if the authcrities of the town would undertake 
to supply this general necessity in the matter of a commercial education, 
the society would see that the scheme did not come to grief for want of 
instruction in the legal element. 

After a few words from Mr. Sykes, the resolution was passed. 

Mr. C. Mrt1s moved :—That in the opinion of this society a large ex- 
tension of the county court system is desirable. He found that some 
sixteen years ago he seconded at the annual meeting of the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce a resolution in favour of extending the jurisdic- 
tion of the county courte. He pointed ovt that the system had been 
extended in various directions, and he was perfectly satisfied that with 
another extension, subject to the limits as to value or as to removal into 
the ior courts under certain conditions, the commercial community 
would greatly benefit. Although the subject had been discussed seven- 
teen or eighteen years throughout the country he never heard of a single 
objection to the extension of the system, and, indeed, the Judicature 
Commission which eat in 1870 or 1871 recommended it, but the recom- 
mendation had not been adopted. 

Mr. J. H. Deanxsrieip seconded the resolution. 

Jadge Ssaccz, who su the resolution, said he had listened with 

interest to the able, instructive, and suggestive address of Mr. 

é, but he confessed he listened with some slight feeling of alarm 

to the suggestion that commercial men should be instructed in the 
inciples of commercial law. It was in accordance with the spirit of 
4 the modern tendency towards 5 methods of illumina- 
tion, he trembled to think what would be the consequences for the 
judgee, and he shuddered when he thought of the intensity that would be 
given to the fierce light of criticism that beat upon the judicial bench. 
At present, when he sat in court, he had before him critics—able and 
learned, but friendly—but what could it be when, in addition, he had 
row after row of hard-headed, long-headed commercial men fresh from 
the lectures of his friend, Mr, Learoyd—half of them disappointed suitors, 
all of them more or less inimici curia; allof them fresh from the footnotes 
of the last edition of Addison on Contracts, Byles upon Bills, or Benjamin 
on Sales. However, the judges must suffer for the public welfare—and 
that the to instruct commetcial men engaged in 

and important commercial transactions, in the principles of commer- 

law, wee a valusble suggestion, and under prop: r rgula'ions was one 
which was weil worthy of being tried at least as an experiment. Referring 


to the 1esclution immediately before the meeting, he said he had some 


he | and considerable discussion took p' 


hesitation and a feeling of d in with it, béechtise of his 
tion as judge, but it would be the greatest dirsimulation on his 
ie were to conceal the fact that he took a déép interest in the subjéct of 
the resolution. He could not conceal from himself that somehow or other, 
not only upon this question, but on many others, the _— of de. 
centralization was in the air, and that this question of the extension of 
- a law cng ao = the —— — bree had been so 
was nearly some —perhaps no very 
day—it might fall to his lot to have to administer an extended common 
law j ction. After descril the existing anomolies in county 
court jurisdiction, he referred to the that in 1879 Lord Onirns inttoduced 
into the House of Lords a Bill dealing with this véry subject, and 
quoted the following extract from the speech the noble lord then madé: 
** In the whole of this question, without any m, there waé a — 
recommendation in favour of the extension of the jurisdiction. The ex. 
tension which I propose is this: To increase the jurisdiction-of the county 
courts from the sum of £50, at which it now stands, to the sum of £200, 
and I propose further that the plaintiffs shall have the power of com. 
mencing actions in the county court for a still higher amount, bu’ in that 
case there would be the absolute right on the of the defendant if he 
does not wish to have the case @ of by the county court to remove 
the case into the higher court.” Bill, however, fell in the massacté of 
the innocents in 1879. After 1879 came the General Election of 1880, and 
after that came—what should he call it?—the Parliamentary — He 
supposed that Lord Cairns’ Bill would have to be revived if anything was 
to be done. He found that down to 1876 the average number of p Be 
above £50 entered into the county courts, by consent of the parties, was 
about 30; from 1876 to 1883 the number jumped up to between 300 and 
409 on the average; and da the last fout years it had been nearer 700 
tban 600, which to his mind indicated that the public were in favour of an 
extension of the system. In addition to all these there were 300 or 400 
cases under the Employers’ Leaey Act, and 800 or 900 cases remitted 
from the High Court, so that they had already in the county courts an 
enormous amount of work of the hig 
public want the extension ?—he tho 
was, Could they have it? It was enti a question for the Legislature, and 
perhaps some day the Legislature might it up. 

After a few words from Mr. Syxas, who thought there ought to be no 
limit to the jurisdiction of the courts in the matter of amount, anda 
short address by the Oxareman, the resolution was passed. 

Mr. Atrrep Syxes then, in very appropriate terms, presented to Mr. 
T. 8S. Simpson the gold medal, and Mr. Srapsow replied. 

On the motion of Mr. Jas. Yzoman, seconded by Mr. J. H. Syxzs, the re- 
tiriug officers were thanked for their services, and the vote was acknow- 
ledged by Mr. W. Ramspen. 

On the motion of Mr. Armrracz, seconded by Mr. J. J. Boorn, Mr. 
Learoyd was re-elected president, and he acknowl the compliment. 

On the motion of Mr. Joun Haicu, seconded by Mr. Waxsu, the 
officers were elected ; and on the motion of the Prestpznr, seconded 
Mr. Hatt, Mr. W. Armitage was elected deputy-chairman of committee. 

Mr. Aumrracz moved, and Mr. Barker seconded, that the subscription 
for the next year should be two guineas, and the resolution was . 

On the motion of Mr. J. H. Dransrrerp, seconded by Mr. A. H, J. 
Fiercurr, Mr. Alfred Sykes was cordially thanked for having conducted 
the classes for instruction in the elements of woollen and worsted manu- 
facture, and in reply Mr. Syxes said he should be glad to renew the 
classes next year. 

The thanks of the meeting were, on the motion of the Prusrpent, 
seconded by Mr. Haicu, accorded to the Mayor and Town Clerk for the 
provision made for the meeting. 

Theproceedings shortly afterwards terminated. 


ht they did; and the next question 
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Law Srupents’ Desatinc Soctery.—Oct 4.—OChairman—Mr. Ernest 
Todd.—The subject for debate was, ‘That this society disapproves 


of the proclamation of the National League.” Mr. T, H. Richmond ~ 


sag the debate, and was followed by Messrs. Crawford, Fargus, 
a 


Oct. 11. 
‘‘ That a Court of 1 ¥ in Criminal Cases is desirable,”’ Mr. W: 
E. Elmslie ned debate, and was followed by Messts. E. T 
C. F. Ellis, P. T. Rhys, R. D. Muir, J. D. Orawford, J. J. Dodd, 
W. G. Hawtin. The motion was lost. 


Oct. 18.—Chairman—Mr. J. C. Wheeler.—The subject for debate was, 
Franchise should be extended to Women,” 
the debate, and was followed by Fowet - 


‘*That the Parliamentar 
Mr. W. A. Bilney open 
Bower, P. T. Rhys, W. L. Gane, J. D. Orawford, James Gray, 
Woodhouse, A. Norman, F. E. Goodheart, and T. Douglas. The motion 
was lost, 

Usrrep Law Srvpewts’ Sociery.—Oct. 17.—The annual general 
was held, Mr. Bateman Napier in the chair. After the usual rou 
business had been disposed of, including the and 
fourteen new members, the reporte of the retiriug officers were 
lace thereon, after which the 
year, as follows :—Mr. A. K. 


of 
n 5 


elected the officers for the 
chairman; Mr. J. R. Yates, secretary; Mr. C. A. E 
Mr. C. W. Bawlinson, r ; and Mr. Lazarus, se 

spondence department; Mr. E. W. Pearson, vice-chat 









i. W. 
and 








Marcus, editor; Mr. 8. F'. Goodall, secretary of societies union ; 










hest class. The question was, Did the e: 


pier, Riddell, and Savory. The motion was lost by a majority of six. : 
—Ohairman—Mr, T. Douglas.—The subject for debate was, 
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Mr. F. G. Wood, auditor. Upon the motion of Mr, Richatdson, seconded 
by Mr. Moyle, the discussion of the question of continuing the seme 
arrangements With refetence to the Magaaine was adjourned to the 

meeting in November. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Duncan Srzewarr, barrister, died at Harthill Hall, Derbyshire, on 
the 12th ult. Mr. Stewart was the second son of Mr. Duncan Stewart, 
Solicitor-General of Barbadoes, and was born in 1825. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1862, and he formerly practised 
in the Oourt of Chancery. He Was for several years secretary to the 
Chief Registrar in Bankruptcy, and he was Aesistant-Receiver of Insol- 
vent Estates ffom 1870 till 1872, when he was appointed Receiver of 
Insolvent Estates. He was —— Taxing in Bankruptcy in 
1877, and on the pasting of the Banktuptey Act, 1883, he became a master 
of the High Court of Justice in Bankruptcy. Mr. Stewart was matried in 
1863 to the daughter of the Rev. Charles " 

Mr. Arrive Pawson, barrister, died suddenly in his chambers, 2, 
Pamp-court, Temple, on the 5th inst. His laundress, on entering his 
bedroom, found him lying dead. Mr. Pawson was the third soh of Mr. 
John Falshaw Pawson, of Mill-hill, and was bofn in 1847. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Terth, 1869, and he had 

ractised = the North-Eastern Circuit, and at the West Riding and 
Peds Sessions. 

Mr. Tuomas Jounson, solicitor, of Midhurst, died on the 29th ult. at the 
age of seventy-six. Mr. Johnson was born in 1811. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1837, and he had for many yeats conducted an extensive prac- 
tice at Midhurst. He had been clerk to the county wegen at that 
place ever since 1839, and he was also registrar of the urst County 
Court (Circuit No. 50) and a perpetual commissioner for the county of 
Sussex. He had been for several years associated in peteentie with his 
son, Mr. William Thomas Jobnson, who was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 
Mr. Johnson was buried at Stedham on the 3rd inst. 

Mr. Isaac Wetr, Q O., died very suddenly at Enniskillen on the 10th 
inst. Mr. Weir was engaged in early life as a a reporter, in 
which capacity he was for many years connected with the Belfast News 
Letter. He adopted the legal profession under the advice of the late Lord 
Cairns, and he was called to the bar in Ireland in 1864. He was a mem- 
ber of the North-East Circuit. He soon obtained a fair practice, and he 
was a prosecuting Crown counsel for the county of Armagh. He became 
& Queen’s Counsel in 1885. He was the leading counsel for the defendant 
in the important libel action of Bolton v O’Brien. Mr. Weir was, at the 
time of his death, engaged in his duties as revising barrister for the county 
of Fermanagh. 

Mr. Antuony Giizert Jonrs, solicitor, of Gloucester, died at Hatherley 
Court, Gloucestershire, on the 4th inst., in his seventy-eighth year. Mr. 
Jones was born in 1810. He was admitted a solicitor about the year 1833, 
and for many years he carried on an extensive practice at Gloucester. He 
was for a long time the principal Liberal agent for the city. He had been 
for many years connected wita the co tion of Gloucester. He was an 
alderman at the time of his death, and he had been three times mayor of 
the city. Mr. Jones retired from practice about three years ago, and he 
was soon afterwards appointed a magistrate for Gloucesterehire, having 
been previously for many years a magistrate for the city of Gloucester. 
Mr. Jones leaves three sons and two daughters. His son, Mr. Francis 


William Jones, is clerk of the peace for Gloucester, and his son, Mr. John | ¢.. 444 at 
urpose of the the 
ire. The ane 


Henry Jones, is under-sheriff of Gloucestersh 
Mr. Cuantzs Joun Aten, solicitor, of Bedford-row, died on the 15th 
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Mackworth, Derbyshire, and was 

Magdalen Oollege, Oxford, whefe he Soo & ae 
ie er and oa ie a ee tn Jannat, 1577 Be gg nes 
membet ef the Mitiand ‘Olrouit Sandars is ‘st pfesént dsstiteant 


the Earl of Coventry. Mr. Hi 

Hastings, M.D., and was born in 1 

School and at Ohrist’s Co 

Ist class of the Civil Law He 

the Middle T in Easter 1850, gD ee Bey 

the Oxford Circuit. He has been M.P. for East W in the 

Liberal interest since 1880, and he has been for several years deputy- 

chairman of Quarter Sessions for that . He 

for Herefordshire and a magistrate for and 
Mr. Brazazon Oampners, solicitor, of W has been appointed 

eae Cats of es ee 

sone. Mr. Campbell was admitted a in I 

of Se ee a 


Mr. Foster Joun Bonz, of 
Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for the South of 


Devonshire, in succession to his brother, the late Mr. Belfield 
Bone. Mr. F J, Bone was admitted « solicitor in 1865. He is clerk to 
the magistrates for the borough of Devonport. 
ee 
PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 
Ricuarp Surron Cirrrorp and W: Livesey, ( & 
Will in future 


Livesey), Derby. Sept. 30. 
carry on the said practice [ 

Francis Atrrep Copsotp, Lecas Tewetz Cosnotp, and Epwarp 
Broveuton Rovssg, solicitors ( Sons, & Rouse), Ipswich. Oct. 8, 
Henny Monracvus Trencuard and y Cartwricut Haar, sdlicitois 


(Trenchard & Hart), No, 35, Bucklesbury, London. ye YB 


GENERAL, 


inst. Mr. Allen was the son of Mr. Joshu& John Allen, solicitor. He | pench rt yy chambers di the <p eg om Sittings— 
and ; 


was admitted a solicitor in 1854, having been articled to his father, when 
he joined the firm of Norris, Allen, & 
he bad been the only surviving partner. Mr, Allen had an extensive 
actice. He was a commissioner to administer oaths in the Chancery 
urt of Lancaster. 


ter ; but since his father's death | Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Roshan 
ednesda 


fie had a large Welsh agency business, and he was | Fridece’ Manes Wales; ‘Tuesdays, ‘Thursdays, and’ Setardays, ‘Master 


alee ain for L von * Psa we gr a pasay Manley Smith 

e or of Great Hormead, in Hertfordshire. % en was the Aldermen on Tuesday a letter 

cousin of Mr. Henry George Allen, Q.0., and his brother, the late Mr. aaa Mr. J. H. Gaetano. Obiet Olask at the be Roe of ~h- -B. 
Joshua Bird Allen, was for several years a chief clerk in the Court of | House, asking permission to retire from his office, in consequence of his 
Chancery, precarious state of health. On the motion of Sir Andrew Lusk it was re- 


Mr. Grorcz Maw, solicitor, of Bishop Auckland, died on the 13th | solved that the letter should be referred to the General 
inst. from the effects of an accident on the previous day. He had been | mittee to consider and report, and that they should also ing 
thrown from his horse through a collision with a wagon. Mr. Maw was | nature, d 
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born in 1850. He was educated at Durham Grammar School, and he The Report of the Commissioners of Prisons, just issued, says that if 
was admitted a solicitor in 1872, having served his articles with Mr. | the prison population had increased since 1878 proportion with the 
Robert Fisher Thompson, of Kendal. He was clerk to the Spennymoor | general pean 3 seus be 8,432 more than it actually is. Lede 
Local Board, and he had a good private practice, being suc- | markable the ae Cn Seely pees Se 
cessful in county court advocacy. . Maw was buried at urch | larger in than that of the males. In 77 there Were on an 
on the 15th inst. a ae peepee ag ae ete ce te oe 
Mr. Witt1am Henny Goopwsm, solicitor (of the firm of Young & Good- | was 13, or cent. females or 
rin), of Pasting, died ain on y=) oe ee, = Goodwin Me a pe peony The cost of . the petsctta hee dectensed during the 
ve of Shrewsbury, where he was born .. He was admi' a from £343, £332, 

solicitor in 1865, and in the following yeur he settled at ge Last week, at the Mart, Pepahome-seet, Mr. Michael Walton (of the 
he had a large practice, being associated in with Mr. William | firm of Mesars. Walton & Lee) to auction the 

Blackman Young, the registrar of the Hastings uty Court. Mr. | Estate, Northumberland. The auctioneer observed that it was one of the 
Goodwin was buried at Hastings Borough Oem on the 10th inst., the | flnest properties ever submi and he his belief that it wes 
funeral being attended by many professional and other friends. His son, the largest Englich estate ever to public auction at the Mart; cer. 
Mr. Frederick Goodwin, LL, D., was admitted a solicitor in 1883. tainly it was the largest within the last twenty years. The estate extended 
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000 acres, and was divided into nineteen well-arran farms, all 
were let to substantial tenants at reduced rents—in some cases 
extent tent of 50 per cent.—to meet the exigencies of the times. The 
estate produced an annual rental of over £5,000. The first bid was 
000, followed by others for £85,000, £90,000, £95,000, £96,000, 
000, £98,000, and £100,000. The two next offers were £102,500 and 
£105,000, followed by others of £106,000, $107,000, and £110,000. The 

then increased by £1,000 each to "£119, 000, at which the property 
withdrawn, the auctioneer pointing out that to pay four per cent. it 
was worth £125,000. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. sr Gre APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No No. 2. Kay. Currry. 
in Ot & 4 Mr. Want” Mr. Clowes Mr. Cersingten Mr. iociten 
Pemberton savie 
‘Wednesday 4 Pem Clowes re ,- 
Thursday .. 27 Clowes Pemberton Lavie Koe 
cation 23 'Koe Clowes Carrington Jackson 
2 Jackson Pemberton Lavie Koe 
Mr. a Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
N STIRLING. KEKEWICH 
Mr. King Mr. Real 
Ward Pugh 
ing, Beal 
a 
King bate 
Ward Pugh 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1887. 

Srzctat Notics.—Queen’s Besch Final Appeals in Court [., and Chancery 
Appesle (General List) in Court 1I., will be taken on the usual days during 

mas Sittings. 

Quren’s Bench Interlocatory Appeals in Court I., and Chancery Interlocatory 
Appesis in Court II., will be taken on the first "day of the Sittioze, also in 
Court L, om the second day (Tuesday), and afterwards as usual, every 
Wednesday, during the Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals als>, ae usual, on "Fridays 


in Coort L. 

A from the Lancaster Palatine Court (if anv), which have b-en passed 
over in the General List, will be taken in Court 11, on Thursday, O>tober 27, 
and Thursday, November. 3, and Thursdsy, December 1. 

The Admiralty Appesls (with Assessors) will be takea in Court I. on days to be 
specially appointed by the court. 

APPEALS POR HEARING. 
(Set down to Saturday, October 15, inclusive.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 

AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 

AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


For Hearing. 

(General List.) 
Lord Camoss v Mayor, &c of Burslem appl of pitfi from jadg of V C Bacn 
(part beard Feb - a by Master of Rolls, Lords Justices Lindley & Lopes— 


8 0 for ep report filed—s o till appla mate to restore). 

Societe Gerersl- ae Paris v Dreyfus Bros & Co app of deft« Dreyfus Bros & Co, 
from order of Mr. Justice Pearson, dated 26 March 1835 April 1, 1885 
(8 O, Nov 1) 

1887. 

—— app of pit from jdgt of Mr Justice Kay, dated 7 Marcb, 1887 

In re Fitzgerald's Settled Estates Fitzgerald vy White spp of pit from order of 

Suds, Bote Davy’ cop of yl fore jeter of tls Testian Stidling, Gated 26 Marck, 

v it from jadgt of Mr Justice Stic , da 4 Marc 
1867 April 20 ™ 

Is re The Mount Mor gh (West) Gold Mine ld & Co’s Act, 1862 Expte Stephen 
H West spp of Co from order of Mr Justice Key, dated 5 April, 1£87 
eg Se ae register April 21 

Tennant v The Swanece Harbour Trustess spp of dfts from jadgt of Mr Jastice 


K- kewich, dated 24 February, 1887 April22 (Not tefore Nov 2) 
In re W. Sherwood, dec Metcalf v Sherwood app of dft from jadgt of Mr. 


Justice North, dated 25 May, 1587 April 28 
Is re Wm Henderson, dec Noavion v Freeman app of dfte from jadgt of Mr 
Justice North, dated 21 April, 1887 May 2 


District Ry Co v The Metropoliten District Joint Committee 
& Metropolitan Ry Co app of pits from jodgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 


3 May, 1887 May 4 

‘The Metropoliten District Ry Co v The Metr A J Co app ol dfts from 
of Mr Justice North, da ed 16 Joly, 1 
9 Victoria Kubter Co spp of éfie from y~ + Mr Jastice Chitty, 
26 April, 1887 May 9 

In re B Westall, dec bg Westall app of dft > Jue of Mr Justice 

sumns 
Ewin wie from jatgt of Mr Jection Kekewich, dated 3 
eee ee Soe judgt of Mr Jastice 


Me 
of RtHon GAF Bentinck, 
April, disallowiag items in bis 


& Co's Acts of Rt Hon G A F Bentinck, M.P. 
Mr Justice Kay, dated 19’ April, 
A comtribatories 23 


: May 
Ipre Ts Mitte, dec Grent + Heya am (consrartion of pit and aft 
_, Apa Mz Justice Stir) ng deted 2 2 April, 1987 mans v ; 














Evans v Benyon app of deft Richard Benyon from jaigt of Mr Justice Key | 
dated May 6, 1887 Jane 1 

In re Holly Mount Estate and Co's Acts pet of J F Dale andanr app at © 
petvers from Mr Justice Kay refusing winding up order dated 21 May, 1887 ~ 






Jane 2 
To be continued. a 
From Orders made on Interlocutory oe? in the Chancery Division. LS 
a’ ; 
1887. 
! Motion.) 


( 
Kelly v Kelly app of plt for leave t2 amend statement of claim in pen ding app 
from Mr Justice Chitty 
Probate Bosvilev At‘orney-Gen app of petaer from Lord Chicf Justice and — 
ed Justice Butt refusing new trial—cause tried by the Presijent with a jury 


Apalttoarte Co, 14 v Herrfeldt & vege te fe of dfs from order of Me Justicg 
Chittv, dated 29 July, Apollinis Aug Ll a 
In re Willis, Blev, one, &: app of J W Ramming from order of Mr Jastice | 
North dated 22 July, refasing application for reference to tax bill Aug 3 5 
Boswell v Coaks app of deft from order of Mr Justice North, dated 9 Aug, — E 
refusing restraint of execution for interest on t-xed cs's weg, 
St John Marius v Oliver app of plt from order of Mr Jus ice Chitty, dated Aug 
12, refusing ae nay oe for alleged breach of tanancy agreeweat Sept 2 
Dowager Baroness Stanley of hye | v Alexander app of dft from order of 
Mr Justice North, dated 5 Aug, for attachment Sept 2 
%) re Hermann Lxg, 14 & Co's Ac's Expte Anderson app of Jas Anderson 
from refusal of Mr Justice North, dated 11 Aug, of liberty as agents to sell f 
Cu’s effsots and pay debts Sept 3 5 
Divorce Mary Ann Wocd v Ebenezer Wood appof respondent from Mr Justics © 
Kekewick aang co 9 Vac J ot the refusing to rescind order of registrar allotting — 
alimon te Sept 
Preston ¥ theringtoa app A; dft from ordsr of Mc Justice Kekewich (sitting 
as Vac Jadgt) for attachment for non-payment (stayed pending appeal) Sept 


10 
McWean v Smith app of plt from Me Jastics Charles (siting as Vac Ju ige) 
re using continuince of injunction Sapt 12 
Appeals from the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
From Interlocutory Orders. 
1886. 
in re Thos Etty, Geat, one, &c, and In re Toxteth Brewery Co & Co's Asta 
bancery Lancaster Ac's app of liquidator from refusal of Vic2-Coancellor 
3 ped ~_— aod payment of assets in hands of solicitor Oct 4 (80 wit 
ills tax: 


887. 
Harley v Hant app of pit from ites of the ar ene dated 26 J aly, 
varying R« gistrar’s certificate of taxsiim Aug 19 


From Final ooneente Jadgments. ‘ 


SS REM al it 


= v ee app of pit from judgt of the Vice-Chancallor, dited 28 Fb, a 

1 April ; 

The Southport & West Lancasbire Banking Co v Thompson app of plts from” 
jdgt of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 16 March, 1887 April 16 

In re W Swift,dec McEvoy v Tickle app of df¢ M A Phillips from order ot 
the V jor Semaiien, § dated 24 Feb on petition April 16 

In re W Carruthers, dec Carruthers vy Carruthers app of pit from refusal of the 
Vice-Chanc-lior, ‘dated 5 April, to vary Registrar’s certificate Apri: 27 

Inte Liverpool Victoria Loan and Banking Co, Id & Co’s Acts and Lancaster 
aow mt of the hy —_ order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 23 Aug for 


N 8. Te The County Fal Palatine Appeals as the dates of setting down are reached in 
the G Lists are set aside aad taken on the first Thursday 
in every tan, and afterwards on the first Taarsday io the following months 
during the Sittiogs 

N.B.—wvuriog Micheelmes Sittings Palatine Appeals (if any reached) will ws 
takea on the fullowing daye, viz :— 

Thursday, October 27. 
Thureday, November Oy 
Thursday, December 1 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVO&CE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 


ba 

Ship Bertha (claim for l»ss of life) Sellstrom & ors v Bristol Steam Navan Co — 
app of pits from jadgt of Mr Justice Butt, dctei Mar 23,1886 Feb 18 (with — 
out assessors—S O g appl to House of Lords ia Sap Besnioa) 

The Adelphi Benk, ld, v The Halifax Sugar Refiaing Uo, id app of lt from 
Justices Day aod Wills directing eutry of jadgt for defte—astion tried by Mr 
Jastice Cave at Liverpool with a jury March 31 

Hemer v James & sar “pp of pit from judgt of Lord Justice Lopes at trial i 
Middlesex with ajary April = 

ym et 6 app of Celts from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trisl in Mid- — 

ox 

Jones & anr v Williaws, te, & anr (garnishess) app of defts from jadgt 
of 7”, Mclatyre, QC., sitting a6 Cowmissimer after trial at Welsppod 


Tie ‘Mayor, &e, of the po pny om fn of nya ne of the Staple of Eogland v B 

of England app of ples of Justices Day and Wills on moto after 

tsial before Rees Pollock reserving leave to move to enter judgt The Masor 

iy of England v The Bank of England app of dfte from ae 

Great Northern Ry Co v Kennedy & anr app 4 aft from judgt of Mr Justies 
pa. at triel in Middix without ‘er 11 

Vv Sryloe ( (Q B Revenue Side) app 


of Loadon Contract Serpcrtin from Jadgh of 
of” Justices A A Smith and Granthem 04 


Co 

ae’ ty Soantaienas fe ia don A 

v Teickeshem” Local Board of lth (Q 1 B Crown Sidr) a 
The Local Board from judgt of Baron Hudd and Me Justice A L 
setting aside order of J astioes affir rate Boeslle 6 Bane Local Bond (QB 
Crows Side) spp of The Local from like order April 14 ¥g 
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So 

Dake of Dev weh're & ors (91 behalf, &) v Pattinsoa & Miyor, &3., of Carlisle 
app of dits from javgt of Mr Jastice A L Smith on fur coa after trial at Carlisle 
Same Action app of plte from part of same jadgt April 16 

Hirker & anr v Edwards app of dft from judgt of Mr Jastice Field at trial ia 
Middlesex April 21 

Hammord & Co v Bussey app of dft from judgt of Mr Jastice Field at trial in 
Middlesex without ajary April 25 

Se ly v Grogan app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial in Middlesex 
withoutajary April 28 

Tbe Hire Parcbase Furoishing Co Id vy Richeas & aur app of dfts from jadgt of 
Mr Justice Grantham at trial ia Middlesex witnout a jary April 29 

Langley v Davies app of pit from jaigt of Mc Jastice Wills at trial with a jary 
at Cardiff May 5 

Toe Real and Personal Aivance Co ld v D J Clears (Q B Crowa Side) a 9 of 
plt from judgt of the Lord Chef Jastice and Mr Justice A L Smith on app 
from County Coart affirming noasuit May 6 

Wilson v Glossop .\Q B Crown Side) app of deft from order of Justices Math-w 
and Cave directing entry of jadgt for pit May 13 (Security ordered Jaxe 15) 

Shaw, Savill & Albion Cold v The Beli Coleman Mechanical Refrigeratiag Cv 
ap of pits from part of jaigt of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice A L 
Smith as to damages afiec trial with special jurg May 13 

Bu:rell vy Mossop app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial ia Middle- 
sx without 8 jary ay 16 

Whitaker & anrv Dano app of plts from jadgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr Jus'ice A L Smith setting aside decision of Official Referee —actioa referred 
st trial before Baron Pollock in Middlesex May 16 

Gir sburg v Rendall spp of deft from judgt of Mc Justice Hawkins for Me 
Jurtics Kay at trial with a jary in Middlesex May 25 

Freeth & anr (exors) v Allen spp of pits from jadgt of Mr Jastice Mathew at 
tria! in Middle-ex without a jury May 27 

Whitby asd Wifey C T Brock & Co app of pits from judgt of Me Jastice 
Grantoam at trial in Middlesex witu ajary Janel 

(To be continued.) 


‘FROM ORDERS MADE ON INTERLOCUTORY MOTIONS IN THE 
QUEEN’S a DIVISLON. 


M A Trower (extrix) v Law Life Assce Soc app of pit from Justices Day and 
Wills refus'rg new trial—action tried by Mr Juctice Grove in Middx oe 
28 Julv, 1886) restored by order 

Orgies & Cov Local Board of Chatham app of dft from jdgt of Justices 
Mathew and Cave on special case as to liability subject to assessment of 
4meges July 1 

Pickering v North Eastern Ry Co app of pit from Ju tices Field and Wille on 
eppla for new tri«l, setting aside verdict and jdgt—action tiled by Nr Justice 
Hawk ps at Manch ster withajary Jaly 7 

Stephens v Heriis & Co app of pit from the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice 
Dey on appin for new trial, setting uside verdict and jigt—action triei by Mr 
Ju-tice Cave at Durham wihajary Jaly 7 

‘Ibom:s v Owen app of dft from Justices Mathew and Csve refasing new trial— 
action tried by Mr Molntyre, QC, as Commissioner at Anglesey with a jary 
July 8 

Finlay v Chirney & anr app of defts from order of Justices Field and Wille for 
new trial—action tried by Mr. Justice Cave at Northumberland ne 14 

The Quen v Poulter & ors (Q B Crown Side) app of the London, Tilbury and 
Southend Ry Co from th: Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Denman dis- 
chargirg rule nisi for certiorari for inquisition July 14 

In re an application by the Rev J Bell Cox to the Qaeen’s Bench Division for a 
writ «f habeas corpue app of J Hekes from order of the Lori Chief Justice 
and Mr Jas‘ice A L Smith for discharge from custody July 15 

Bya:t v Gooch & anr app of pit (in forma pauper.s) from order of Justices 
Deno.an and Matbew for new trial—action tried by Mr Justice Grove with 
special jury July 19 

Armour v Mor bell app of deft from Justices Manisty and Wille affirmi:¢ 
refusal to stuy action as contrary to Building Societies’ Act, 1874 Jaly 22 

(To be continued.) 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
MIcHABLMAS Sittings, 1887. 

Cauees for Trial or Hearing. 

(Set down to Saturday, Ootober 15, inclasive.) 

Motions, Petitioas, aad Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as stated 
in the Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Cause: with aod without Witnesses will be taken by Mr, Justice Kay 0a 
the usuel Cause days ia the order ae they stand in the Cause Book. 

Mr. Justice Cnitty will take Witness Causes oa the following days, viz. :— 
Nov 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 20,30, amd Deol. _ 

Mr Justice North will take Witness Causes on the following days :—Ooct 31 , 
N v1, 2,3, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14, 16, 16, and 17. 

Mr, Justice S-irling will take Witness Actions on days to be named by his 
Lordship; bie Lords rip will sit in Chambers every Monday during the Sittings 

Mr, Justice Kekewicn will take Witnese Causes avery day, ia the order as they 
ttacd in the Cause Book. See Note on Sittings Paper as to Liverpool and Man- 
ch eter District Registry Business. 

Adjourned Summonses will ba taken as follows:—Mr. Justice Kay, on 
Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Chitty, with Noa-Witness Aotions, except 
Prcedure Summonses, which (if any) ere taken avery Sa'urday; Mr. Jastice 
8 i:l.ng, on Fridays and Saturdaye. 

N.B.—Mr. Jastioe North will take Adjourned Summoases as follows ;—Clas 
1, wth Motions, on Fridays; Classes II. and III., in the Non-Witaess Li-t; 
CanlV., oa Fridaye and Satardays. For desoripéion of each Class ace notice 
issued by his Lordship's Chief Clerks, deted May 1, 1884, 

Before Mr. Justice Kay. Rawlinson v Maullens at (restured) 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses and | Lowther vy OCarwen act wits 
without witnesser). Kirby v Freeman act wits 


In re Hardb> tl) Hardbottle vy Hard- 
o act wits 

Thornhill v Hoy aad act wits 

Cree 9: 0 act and m f j 


ts 

Pamberton v Goodall act & samas 
Wilts ira v Joyce act wits 
Peach v Selby-Lowades act 
Welchmaa v Leech act wits 
Elliott v Merrill ast wits 
oan v Hirsch, Pritchard, & Co act 

wits 
Ellington v Clark, Barnett, & Cu, ld 

act wits 


Baskerville v Iron & Steel Works 
Assoc, ld act wits 

B v Patman act wits 
Browa v Alabaster act wits 

Scovell vy Robiason act wits 

Spalding v Skouldiag aot & couater 


cy 
Rogers v Barry Docks anid Ry Co act 
Suer vy Stier m fj 
Anirews v Barnes act wits 
Judge v Tisdall act wits 
Gudwia v Rathbone actt& mij wits 
Hatten v Rassell act 

Manro v Met & Mt Disct Ry Co act 


wits 
Barnard v Hoare ast wits 
Wilke v Newman act wits 


m fj 
In re L. Harbord & Patent Designs & 


Act mota 
Siana v Smith act wi's 
ture Farber Rovke v Bilaady act 
Bowden v Bowyer act & w fj 
Edisva & Swan & Cov Holland act 
Mleard v Jackson act & m fj 
Ballinger v Daan & Dancan act wits 
Hewkins v Hawkias m fj 
Ilo te W Moses s, Baroett’s & 
Boraaquet’s Bk ¥ act 
Brient v Falkner act 
Mo rs v Partridge aot wits 
Cutf wd vy Cliff act w ts 
Ia re Londoa Ceiluluid Co & C.’s Aots 
moin 
Quait v Eastwood act wits 
Waite v Peto Bros act wits 
Booker v Rollinson act wits 
Hensom v Virtue sot wits 
Madle v Van act wite 
IareMexwell Mitchell y Maxwell act 
Vickery v Meyor, &, of Foikestone 


act wits 
Iadia Rabber, &c, Cov Healey’s Tele- 
grapb, &, Co act wits 
Watson v Smith act wits 
Taimen v Lowe act wits 
Batcher v Galmoye act qits 
Dy+r v Wilkinson act wits 
Armstrong v Hall ac: wits 
Bora (tradiog, &0) v Parker Bros act 
its 


wi 
Curtia & Harvey v Chilworth Gun- 
powder Co, ld act wits 

To be continued, 


Farther Coasiderations. 
pow, v Bardett fo P 
ue: sv Raffety e 
la ooaa Lee v Pope fo 
la re Parker Parker vy Baxter fo 


Ia re Martin’s Will re Trollope’s Will 
Jarvis v Martia 
Ia re Branksea Ieland Co, Wd & Co's 


Aota 
Ia re B.itish Eapiry Match Co, & 
Qv's Acts 





Before Mr. Justioe Carrrr. 
Cauces for Trial (with witnesses) 
Hopkiason v Peravian Guana Co act 
(reetored, bat mot till further order 
Bare Weaken v tiyder act (trans 

arvaess 
ferred Div) 


: 





In re Meyrick Hartmann Gilktt vy | Iare Stuart Mansion House Chmbre 
Lowndes act Stuart 

Bden v Weardale Iron Cv, 1d act wits 

Boolesiastioal Commre v Sir W Eden 
act wits Atrioson v Same 


Bimore v Pirrie act wits 
act wits 





v act 
Venn v Hendriks act wits [4 


In re W. T. Clerk, deo Mote v Clark 
2 Seo 
rg w 

Iagram v Clarke act 

Clarke vy Ingram act 

EB Blakey & Sons v Latham & Co act 

E Blakey & Sons vy Lee act 

E Blakey & Sons v Hall act 

E Blakey & Sous vy Cooke act 

fm bd eB mares act 
Biakey & Sons ¥ ve ast 

Mansford v Bell a 

Yates v Watkins act 

ones Ayeelhe: (transferre 1 from 

v 

Bailook v Horsfori ast (transferred 
from Q B Dir) 

Alder v f act 

Clitt & ora v act 


Marks v Angl»>Moaotana Mining Co 

act 

Goold v Birmingh D & Dis- 

trict op gees 

continued. 

Non- witness ourned Sam- 
cams eal Genel Canes 

In re Taompson’s Settlement Bishop 

Me sass Ex parte pit adj sums 

ae wee 4 (Har- 

ore 

bour’s claim) ae ¢ 

Jastice v Fooks act Fooks v Barton 

adj sums 

In re Withers,dec Withers vy Withers 

aij sums 

In re Jones, dec Daniel vy Daniel adj 

sum 

Levy v The Abercorris Slate and Slab 


Cold mfj 

A vJones act 

Tyler v Bank of BE ax 

Peran v Penia gy 

In re TC Clarke's ee ees 

In G Wood's Eatate, Gace + Wood 
(gift or loan) 

inf Galland, de Lidar v Ga'lend 

In re Wa Wevmets's Eetate Wen- 
mah v Wenmota adj (ord 55) 
re Lord De Tabley’s Seulement 
( )_ adj cumns 

Ia ealiier site Ex Official 
Liquidetor 

In re Orieatal Bank Expte Oriental 
Bask Esta es Co, ld adj 

Sattoa v Town emns 

Ward v Royal Shipping Co 

emne 

la re Wilde's Estate Wilds ¢ 

tS 
v 
P Wi Men’ 
In re | oy aus 'e Bquit- 


con acts 
Reai v Gowland emas (1) 
Read v Gowland emas (2) 
la wm CG J Silva's Betate Snepherd 


























802 


THE SOLICITORS’ IOURNAL. 














In of Chester Benefit Bldg 8 
Poh og Aaa members) pp ane 
To be continued. 





Before Mr. Justice Noaru. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 


Neadv Leir act 
Walker v James act (revived) 
ase W Cobb Harrison v Cobb 


Cobb Harrison art 
Barber v Helliwell act 
Rathven v Hod act 
Pressley v on i 

Morley Tae as 

Brown v Clark dong 

Short v London & Westminster Bk 1d 


act 
ee ot 
v art’ act 
Creed vy Dixon act _ 
Helliwell v gee act 
Bravet v Burlet 
Lands Allotment Ce ld v Londoa & 


Tilbury Ry Co act 

Finnie v Wilks act 
Ia re Kaapp v Bennett act 
In re Lege yh an act 


Horner v Sullins ac 
Bateman v oly bes "Be of Works 


oe ee Soe Joneav Evans act 

Rickaby v Rickaby act 

Wright v Strab e 

Charsley vy Cosks act 

To be continued. }§ 
Ops Atjenred Usnmmasn (Clean 
ammonses (Classes 

II. and ITI. 

Carnochan v act 

In re Hulton Liter v Hulton sedj 
eamas 

In re Jas Bowley’s 
ey 4 adj eumns 

Ia re Natt Walker v Gamage adj 


sumns 
Blandell v De Falb> act 
In re Vickers Vickers v Vickers 20dj 


sumns 
In re Southerion Wright v Everall 
adj sumns 
gpa Jobnsm v Baker 


Estate Bowley v 


adj 
In re J Beker Sismey v Baker 
In ve Bettesworth v 
Richer adj sums 


Ran Se, Oaghes + Lehare adj 

In se Houghton, Mortimer v Caird adj 
sams 

In re F Allen & Sons & T M Acts adj 
eume 

In re Treffy, Treficy v Treffcy 2/j 
eums 

Is re Griffis, Backell vy Smith adj sums 

Inte 3 Barats Will a4j eume 
re Holbech, Markbaa v Holbech 


we Holton m fj 
Ta re La Fargas, Heth v Hinder adj 


late Nelon, Lane v Hollasd adj sams 


Is reo M Wyatt Wyatt wy Pacer adj | 


umes 
inet Woe Farnies v Phear 


In re He 
Is re Brett vy Nelson adj sam: 
Ia re Vicat v Vicat adj emans | 
Is re Malet Malet y Malet dj sums 
Jackson ¥ Locke 4j sums 


et 


In re Shore ari ¢ Shove act 
In re ay eville a4j sums 
Booth + 

Is re Hatton Tobws v Papiogton 
24] sume 

In re Spoomer Spammers Sgomer ad 
rams 

Is re Badd Cutlery How 2/4j cams 
Ia re Batd Catler v Hog ome 


Holt, Riches v Joes adj cums | 


In re Grant Grant A Beddel adj sams 
omas v Thomas 
To be calied 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Wilson AlexandervyCalder fur 


con 
Ia re Mills Mille vy Mille fur con 
In re Stott Stott v Goodall fur con 
In re Benson Benson v 

fur con 
Pearson v Dangerfield fur con 
In re Thomas Thomas vy Thomas act 


Adjourned Summonses. 
(Class al 
Ia re Sabright, Bart, Ssttled Land 


ct 
ae Jackson & Woodburne & V & P 
ct 
In re Johnson Weatherall (Taxation) 
Easton v London on Stock Bank Co 
Thomas v D iy 4 
In re Peace & Ellis, &c (Taxation) 
Syer v Gladet me jeree of interest) 
Sser v Gladstone (azptn. of pit) 
In re Davis Muckalt v Davis 
Ia re Newman Newm:n v Newman 
Ia re Fraser Gates v Fraser 
In re Proom Proom v Proom 
"— Telephone Uo, ld v Nelson & 


8 

Pilley v Land Investment Co, 1d 

In re Bowes Earl of Strathmore v 
Vane 

In re Barley Trousdale v Hayes 





Before Mr. Justice StrRLING. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Grimmer v b - anee Heweteon v 
Grimmer 

Foulkes v J . 2 act 

Lamley v Haines act 

Lound v Grimwade issue for trial 

Lee v Neucha‘el Aspha'te Co, Id act 

Sonnenschein v Barnard and aor act 

Bro king v Maudsley, Sons & Field 


act 

Stanmore v Mont Dore, of Bourne- 
mouth & psta 

Croslegh vy Dando act 

Roots v Williamson act 


Maclver v Maclver act 


Insole v Ma eee act 
Moore v Ty 

In re 8 Eagan’ Barns v Pav act 
Ia re 8 land avey 


quien of law (to cone on together 

by 

Knsresborough, &c, Building Co v 
Lechmee act 

Anglo-American Brash C> v Elison & 
Swan &C» act 

Anglo-American Brash Co v Edison & 
Swan &c Co act 

Wheatley v Freeman act 

Kerr v Richa deon act 

In re Rothwell’s Patent, & 
(wi's list by order) 

Jobnnson v Daffi-ld act 

Crosti v Ferreira act 

Crosti v Ferreira act 

| Tarn v Tarner sct 


Peto 





To be continued. 
| 
| Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
|In re Croome Croome v Crovme 
(points of law set down by order, 
| 19 Jaly, 1887) 
Bacon v Camp act 
= re cell Holmes y Meynell 

iseue of fact 
act 


| Melver v Hill 
| In re Wailes Wailes v Wailes special 


case (restored) 
| Rollit v London Avsce set 
y | esse POs Hughes v Bewley act 
Asbton act 


Keown v Hlecctes special case 

In re Green Enatwisley Grom act 
Leébroot vy Pavemaan act 

pron act 

Had Hardi iP 
arding ¥ Dardis cCwe 
ye r Hascbiane m1 
ances. artley ¥ Meucauley mf 
Porrittty Walk act&mtj é 


Parther cmeldsrations. 
In re Wood Wood v Wood far con 
& 2 cumns 














Maitland vy P: 2nd far con Before Mr. Justice KexEwicu, 
In re Marquis of Anglesey Skinner v Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Lindon, Chatham, & Dover Ry Coy 
In re rose. Brant vy Judd fur con South-Eastern Ry Co act (rere 
In re Wiil'ams Andrews v Williams | Inre Harvey H v Lem act 






fur con (aot before 15 Nov) 
Varney v Thomas act (restored) ‘ ei 
Adjourned Sammonses, as v Guardians of Hambledon Uniog 
Ta re Burgess George v Stothard F 
In re Golding’s Trusts Crossley v Parker vB a 
Barrows Alexander v a Founders Assocn, ~ 
In re F Ellis v Fryer ld act 
In re Sills Sills v Sills Williams v N2ath Canal Navigation 
Tn re Sills Saul v Sills Proprietors act and coun‘er “<i 
Robins v Robins 


Transferred from Justices Cutty, — 
Norra, & Sriavine, for Trial or | 
Hearing only —by Order, dated 7 


Ia re Cridland & L C Act 
In re Peache Shepherd v Thorpe 
Salwey v Salwey pthd (reatored) 


In re Coney to Wilson, & V & P Act 24 March, 1887 

In re Wilton & Sons, solre (taxation) | Freke v Houseman act 
Cowper v Harmer Eady v Ed 

{a re Benn’s Estate Benn v Benn Stobbs v Ke act 


In re Moone Moone v Moone act 


Prior v Bagster 
Teonant. W v Ld Claude Hamilton act 


Stevens v McMillian (cestored) 











In re Whitehouse Whitehouse v | Earl of Darnlayy LC &D Ry Co att 
Edwards (mot before 2 Nov) ¢ 
Dew v Parker v Brac! act = 
Dew v Parker Earl ie howe Vv ate By act oe 
Ia re A W Hall & Co & Co’s Acts Lovej eS 
In re Dela Rue Camming v Marsball Boxter’ y ‘Harold & oo act E23 
ee Waddington v Wad- | canat wae tro 2 Justi ce Nonta, 3 
JHITTY, & TIRLING, for oe 
doh ger oy Lawton v Elwes Hearing only—by Order dated 14th * 
—— AG Kari & Co v Peter Spence& | 
In re Simpson Blanford v Simp:01 Sons ye OV sae See * 
To be continued. Th. de continand. be 
aa 
WINDING UP NOTICES. 2 
London Gasette.—Frmay, October 14. z 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. ve 
LIMrrep In CHANCERY. ES 
Hatt Coat amp Inox Co., Luwrrep.—Petn for winding up, presented 
ar rag 4, directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday. jock, bs. Row- 
chiffe. eo & Oo, Bedford row, agents fur Addieshaw & Wasbecten, Man- — 
chester, solor for petners #4 
Baango FORD RICT STEAM TRaMWAYS, LIMITED.—By an order made b ae S. 
J., dsted Oct. 5, it was ordered that the Tramways be wound up. % 
Battock, Rood lane, solors for petners Si 
BririsH AND COLONIAL AGENCY. .—The Vacation Judge has fixed Main = 
doy. OS. 27, at 11, at the chambers of Chitty, J., tor the appointment of an » 
nidator a 


RMER, es, Bows. & Oo, Lauzeme.—Fetn for resented Oct 
. be cb a Miles, King 


a directed to heard before ee et ren ,ou Saturde 
Cheapside, agents for Grange & Gt G Grimsby, solors for — 


apenas DEBEYTURE STOCK AND MORTGAGE cenees Lu«rreD.—By 
order of Charles. J., dated Oct 5, it was ordered that the corporation be w 


peat OUR 


up. Whitfield, Finsbury —— solor for af goener 
SriLver QuEEN UniITeD Limirep.—Peta for win PS ented Oot i, ree ea 3 
be heard before Kay, J., on n Oct 29. Whitfiel bury pavement, solor for 


—Petn for winding ng OD. presented Oct 11, directed : 
Saturday, 


Uston Matcu Oo, ef 
to be Bradley, Mark lane, solor 


LIMITED. 
heard before North, J., on 
for petner 


agers 


London Gasctte.—Tusgspay,Oct. 18. 
JOINT STOCK a SRrms, 
LIMITED In CHAM 


Batrovurs & Co, Liurrep.—Peta pe Bm up, oe poeebated Ot. 12, directed to 
be heard before Kay, J.,on Ost 29. Francis & Johnson, Austia friars, solors 


for petner . 
—The Vacation Judge bo a 


i 


z ce PREECEEEE EEE 27 22 8858 F P2 EREE 


$i 
Bn 
a 

& 

ms 





ConDENSED WorT AND Brewine MzatL Oo, LIMITED. 
Axed Searodag. Oct 27, at 12, at his chambers, for the er of offi 
MeEpDIcAL DEYENCE Ustow, Liurrev.—Petn for Windies up te 
directed to be Rese d petove Coltty, J.,on Oct 29. Y¥. Iding & Ov, tone ey 8q, ie 
, Solore for 
MINING SECURITIES fy . ey 7 Trust. Limirep.—By an order made by ' 
Charies, Oct 8, it Sat the trust be wound up. 
sons, King’s Arms il, eclors tor the pete 
IMPTED. 


MonswooD & Co, Li —By an order er made Charles, J, datei Oct 12, 
thet 7 du by 






ct iy 













as the com be woun: & Sons, A 1 ot, 

w - ior patner pany awes 0 nge et 
New Ho.iixesou Mane Oe _——- ITED.—The Vacation J has 
fixed Out Bae the chatabers of orth, at 12, for the appointment of 
indies Goce Martes Co, Lanse .—Petn for winding up, presented 
6. directed to be heard before Chitey Ohitte Ton Batarday Oot t PU Beckett 1 Oh 





Scnoomzer Pomp Coat Oo. = for pemmer for winding 
directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, 
cock, Rood lane, solors for petner 


ey ly SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Opp Friitows Friuwp.y Sociwry, B 


Cee or 
ve Unsirep Orpen oy Opp Futzows, Bull 


yaaeak Oxunrir Socrery, Globe Ug Welliasborough, Northampton, Oot i 
PiAned Ivon Furexpviy Bogner ancbor in Moel baby Lianrug, Carnarvon. : 


LOYAL Evanvs Uct 14 
Loyal Boventow gr Rt rp Owen oy Opp Fatzows, Red 
a: Rochdale, Lancaster, Oct 14 


ovat, Viowy oF Louie 
Paix 
Wi omg Ss x Bewurir Soctwry, Orowa and Thole tam 





ne Sp, presented 29) 















> ae Beweyit Socirry, 4 Jamas Schoolroom, St James rd, 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 


" Geeete. Faroar, Bept 20 
Davizs, Gwitye Joun, , Mon, Farmer. Nov 2 Davies v Davies, 
Yewdall & Son, 22, Covent Garden 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day oF CLAM, 
London .— TUESDAY, Oct 4. 
ER, JANE, Ponteland, Northumberland, Farmer. Nov 11. Hisdon & Drans- 
"held, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Banwes, MARiawnz, Hale End, Woodford. Nov 7. Gush &Qo, Finsbury circus 


Bsrcu, Freperick, Salford. Deci. Dixon, Manchester 
BovuRCcHER, JoHN, Queensbury, Halifax, Under Brewer. Oot? Walkes, Halifax 
Benwell, George 


CraBs, EDWARD, Pica suth, Coachbuilder. Nov 30. Earl, Plymouth 
Frsmus, J amps Eanest OAKLEY, Cirencester, Esq. Nov 9. Haygarth & Law- 
ce, Cirencester 
in te Streatham, Wesleyan Minister. 
Oe La 
Scxuneun. Wit114M, Hunningiey, ¥ Linen Manufacturer. Nov2i, Raley 
& Son, Barnsl 

Tuoitas, Hedditch Senciun teuahc, Mei. Oct 31. Harold C 
Jowss, LLEWELLYN, —_ Rhondda Valley, Glamorgan, Baptist Minister. 

Oct 17. Curtis & Son, Neath 
Lue, MATTHEW ORESSEY, ‘Bridlington Quay, York. Nov 2%, Thorney & Son, 


A, . ey Hertford. Nov 22. Spence & Co, Hertford 
Muzad, Suuzon, Hertford, Carpenter. Nov 22. Spence & Co, Hertford 
Moss, Manta, Park rd, Wandsworth. Nov 16. Jennings, Lincoln’s inn chbzs. 


Hanonzavis, JOSEPH Pa 4 Stemthorve 
Oct 31. Lincoln & Marsh, Lincol: 


Nort, Tuomas, Daventry, Northampton, Innkeeper. Noy 1, Burton & 
Willoughby, Daventry 
POwNALL, THOMAS, Hopwood, Joiner. Oct8i. Grundy, Bury 
Philpott, 


PRICHARD, JAMES, Camden rd, Meat and Cattle Salesman. Nov 21. 
lomew close 
CHARDS, | Alen Trew, Havent, Hants, Clerk in Holy Orders. Novi. Rash- 


ae Lincoin’s inn ‘fi 
ey ook Norton, Oxford, Farmer. Oct 1. Saunders, Chipping 


reg DanreL, St Michael’s, -Hertford. Nov 1. Saunders, Chipping 


Sure, WiLL14M, Atherstone, Grocer. Novi. Sale, Atherstone 
Soy, Wursiu, Warwick, Banker. Nov 22. Brabason Campbell, Jury st. 


Srevens, WILLIAM, Portsea, Gasfitter. Oct 31. Kent, Portsea 
iinapeem, Txomas, Skipton in Craven, York, Gent, Nov 22. Thorney & Son, 


u 
Seg eet —_ Henry, Maddox st. Nov 14. Cunliffes & Davenport, 
Ce: =) 
Woop, Many, Hanger Hill, Ealing. Nov?7. Lupton, New sq 
Rovns, EpvuaRpo, Fenchurch st, Ship Broker. Nov 15. Lowless & Oo, Martin’s 
e 


London Gasette.—F Ripa, Oct 7. 


am a Ives RaymonpD, Bath, Esq.. Dec 1. Wade & Lyall, St 
ens 


BRocELERANE, Qzonen. West End of Preston in Holderness, Farmer. Nov 22. 
atso 

CHELL, Seinen FREDERICE, Sandbach, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 15. 

DARNTON, ‘THoMas, Guisborough, York, Butcher. Dee1. Cowling & Oo, York 

Davies. Ann, Garndiffaith, Monmouth. Dec 7. Goodenough, Sebastopol, nr 


Newpo: 
Esrey, Jonw. Oct3t. Yeilding & Oo, Vincent sq 


seesa, a Wanstead, Essex, Fish Salesmen. Nov 7. Martin, Fen- 
obure 


GoopcHILD, Annz, Hartley Wintney, Hants. Nov 16. Lamb & Co, Odiham 
GaeETHAM, ExvizapetTu, Liverpool. Novi4. Miller & Co, Liverpool 
MALKTAED, Henry, Knutsford, Chester, Gent. Dec 1. Allen & Co, Man- 


ter 
Hu, WILLIAM, Bethune rd, Stoke Newington. Nov 7. (Gosnell, Finsbury 


vement 
Honons, Jamus, Kingston upon Thames. Nov 15. Neunton &Son, Cheapside 
mm, 70 Fox Burton, Risley, Derby, Merchant. Novy 90. Broomhead & Co, 
meennce, Guonon razz, Cambridge, Ironmonger. Oct 28. Camm & Oor- 
Y, Epmunp James, Brecknock rd. Nov 14, Hilder, Gravesend 
KRELLy. Jaume We woot, Pyriand rd, Canonbury, Gent. Nov 15. Lowless & Co, 
Masrpox, 5 Riowazn, Kirkdale, York, Yeoman. Nov& Hugh W & R Pearson, 
a 
Mayen, Jom™, Antrobus, Chester, Retired Farmer. Nov 1, A &J B Fletcher, 


Northwich 
Enizanern, Hertford. Nov 22. Spence & Oo, Hertford 


Mxav, Suczon, Hertford, Carpenter. Nov 22, Spence & Oo, Hertford 
Matyii., Sir Maxwett, Bombay. Novs, Bridges & Oo, Red Lion eq 
Muroate, Joun, Olayton le Moors, Lancaster, Farmer. Nov 7. Sharples, 


Monsis, othe, Blaenywern, Liangunilo, Esq. Nov8. Davies, Liandyssul 
Monton, HEWRIRTTA Guus, Newoastle on Tyne. Noy 91. Tippetts & Son, 
Bown, Faouas . Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Gent. Nov 14 Linton & 
a Janae, ‘Kadieon ¢ ter, Notting hill, Gent. Nov il. Cooper & Bake, Port- 
aE? Cadbury, Somerset, Hsq, Nov 25, 8t Barbe Sladen & 
n sb, Clerkenwell, Carpenter. Nov a1. Withal & Co, Bed- 


Sy, onen, Nawton, York, Oot 31, Hugh W & R Pearson, Helmaley 


Gracy, Mantaxxn BuaPooT, Scarborough. Nov 1. Drawbridge & Rowntree, 
asogay , Honley, York, out of business, Mov 15 Hall & White, 
THLE, JOoRrR, Pattern Maker. Nov 1. Bennett & Co, Chapelen 


Vauprex, WILLIAM, Hants, Esq. Dect. Garnett & Tazbet, Liverpool. 
WALKER, Sanag, Clifton. Nov2i. Stone & Co, Bath 
we 35, Sovenae BroomPretD, Shoreham, Wheelwright. Noy 11. Holeroft 


are, Riso, Bisley, York, Tanner. ‘Nov?. Lee, Bradford 
or renting # house have 


siete: Keane gemeezer eae Tee oe ee 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette—F2ipaY, October 14. 
RECEIVING 


ORDERS. 
Senta, Dealer in Baby Linen. ingston 

















> Amy Jans, East Riding of 
Pet Oct tt. Ord Oct 11 
pon Hal Cultram, Yeoman. Carlisle. Pet Oct #0. 


ae} sambpmeoetymenetione =o. Pet Oct 0. Ond 
cert, axe , Whitstable, Kent, Diver. Oanterbury. Pet Oct tt. Ord 
Pura, st Jom, Winchester, Dl. Wishes, Fe Oot 1 On 


Pet Ont ie. Ord Oct 10 - 
Butt, Rozert, Rastrick, nr Halifax, Joiner. Halifax. Pet Sct 12. Ord Oct 12$ 
a ee Cambridge. Pet Sept 1% Ord 
Bune, SG, Bertolt ot Orang, Fropeistor of Thesteical Companion, High 
eas 7 Hinpent Wauiaseos, Huyton, ar Liverpool, Provision Merchant. 

verpool. ee ee Oct 12 


Bariars, Goopwix, Luton, Grocer. Luton. Pet Oct12. Ord Oct 12 
cuseags Saas Beran Pre eee Carlisle. Pet Oct 10. 
Corrom, Nasmaures. Chestee many 26, Wetting bi, Commenter S5t- Kingston 
Cox, Ewan Oy sp, Cala, Svoncham, Hants, no occupati~n. Southampton. Pet 
Cussten Tees ieee ak & Guateanae sq. Grocer. High Court. Pet Oct 
Drx, Jou, Maiden aan, Coven garden, Club Proprietor. High Court. Pet 
eta eee Tas con nome High Court. Pet 
Cambridge road, Mile End Gate, Choosemonger. Righ Court. 
pon bet Sage i. Ors Great Yarmouth, Draper. Great Yarmouth. Pet Oct 10. 
Henman Joun, Henten, Kent, Macenith. Maidstone. Pet Oct 10, Ord 
Houmas, Many Amn, Folkestone, Hosier. Canterbury. Pet Oct 10. ye gp 
Joums, kra0m, Male Baal, ur Leveapens, Geese Liverpool. Pet Sept 27. Ord 
pres humping Hew ersocimr os Neath. Pet Oct 12. Ord 
Jonzs, Ropert W. Quene, Wouneseentth, « Retired Lavet-Ochenat. 
Jor, W «High, Cont he Ange Ged On . Colchester. Pet Oct 11, Ord 
Lawigitt masas Taenn, Meme Worcestershire, Butcher. Birmingham. 
Luwis. Davip LioTD, Carmarthen, Painter. Carmarthen. Pet Oct 11. Ord 


Laws Seis Owsll, Mitcham, Florist. Croydon. Pet Sept22. Ord Octt 
LoesBwensen, Fev Sept Sf Ort Byam, Joux Eowans, Swans, Bader, 
Moncin Rowan> Joum Tmomaa, Clerk. Bristol. Pet Oct 1. Ord 
Monin, Gtonox, Epwaxn, Eastgate, Lincoln, Joiner Lincola. Pet Oct it, Ord 
MOovULAND, GzorGE, Trowbridge, Wilts, Dealer in Cloth. Bath. Pet Octia Ord 
sean Te ej reomakedaer rs bew e High Court. 
MASS St Seen, eae Pee Laney Peet 
paid mt, Newport Mon, Houve Furnigher, Newport, Mon. 
TLLIAM, Great , Mason. Great Grimsby. Pet Oct 12. Ord 
Paoorga, Howanp, Besex nd Istington, Blacksmith. High Gourt. Pet Oot 12. 
Scwonss, Jom, and Moss Upholsterers’ 
rast agencuseme acemen, Manchester. Rob cape 8.0 Pet Oct 2. Ord 
grr, Nrowotas, Buntingtord, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Cambridge. Pet Sept 
Ta Epwarp, High Wycombe, Surgeon, Reading, Pet Oct ut. Ord 
‘Pmomas, Gtychacth, Giamangunahien, Cosi Mamshess. Neath. Pot 


Vaealen, Daven, Birminahem, Gresm, Birmingham. Pet Oct ti. Ord Oct mh 


Rongrt, Nevin, Carnarvonshire, Mariner, Bangor. Pet Oct 18. Oni 
a ee Windsor, Pet Got 1. Ord Oot 





heer Brow, Lymm. Nov 4. Standring & Taylor, Rochdale 


The following amended nation SES erent 
Dowiivoak Brokers. Abancheaten, ee 
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. FIRST MEETINGS. 
Attonsy, Joun, Liverpool, Team Owner. Oct 24 at 8, Off Rec, 35, Victoria 


ACH, LEOPOLD, Sees 5) ange, Cale aa Oct 2 
ri 38. Carey st, Lincoln's 
Holme Golem Oumberland, Yeoman. Oct % at 5. of 
Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
are. HeEwey, Stanningiey, Yorks, Mason. Oct 24 at il. Off Rec, 22, Park 


Leeds’ 
Bars, GF GEORGE. Birmingham, Gun Manufacturer. Oct 25 at 11. 25, Colmore 


row. 
—,’ Wri one Winchester, Builder. Oct 24 at 2.30. Off Rec, 4, East 
Bun, ALrngp oe Buckingham rd, Kingsland, Publican. Oct 2i at 3. 109, 
Frepericx, Fordham, Cambridgeshire, Farmer. Oct 27 at 11.30. White 
‘art Hotel, Soham 
Bowmax, Hewry CROWTHER, and ALBERT THOMAS BowMAN, Manchester. 
Stock Brokers. Oct 24 at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Man- 


chester 
Bray, Ruy St Kew, Cornwall, Carpenter. Oct 22 at2. Off Rec, Bos- 
Oct 22 at 12. Off 





CaBBINES, ROBERT eg St Ives, Cornwall, Gardener. 


Rec, Boscawen st. 
CaBRIck. og ae Belkridge, nur Haltwhistle, Innkeeper. Oct 24at 4. Off Rec, 
Jarlisl 
Couissox, GEORGE FREDERICK maaan, Chancery lane, Solicitor. Oct 21 at 
33, Carev st. Lincoln’s inn 


THOM Westzy, Liverpool, Importer of Provisions. Oct 25 at 2. Off 
oe 3%, Victoria s Liverpool 
CHARLES. Bow rd, Coach Builder. Oct 21at12. Bankruptcy bdgs, 
wae st. Lincoln’s inn fields 
Epwarps, Wir1114M, Perry Barr, Stafford, out of business. Oct 24 at 11. 25, 


Gxrorcez, T: HOMAS, Ashton under Lyne, Builder. Nov 24 at 2. Townhall, Ashton 


Lyn 
GrBBon, Dany AMIX. Liawhaden, Pembroke, Farmer. Oct 25 at 11.15. Rutzen 
Arms Hotel, Narberth 
Hawkins, CHARLES EpwakbD, Derby, Plumber. Oct 21 at2. Off Rec, St James’s 
chmbrs, Derby 
, FREDERICK CHARLES, Cowley rd, Uxbridge, Builder. Oct 24 at 1.30. 
Hotel, Uxbri 
Hewnam. Jouy, Hunton, Kent, Blacksmith. Oct 25 at 3. Off Rec, Week st, 
Maidstone 


Hust, Corsets, Bournemouth, Provision Dealer. Oct 21 at 2.30. Off Rec, 
Isaacson, by me jun, Depden, Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 21 at 1245. Guildhall, 
Edmun: s 
JzExxins, THOMAS, eg ed Glamorgan, out of business. Oct 22at 11. Off 
Rec, 6. Rutland st, 8 
Jonxzs. Davip Hopxrr, Cardiff, - Accountant. Oct 24 at 2.30. Off Rec, 3, Crock- 
herbtown. Cardiff ‘ 
Joxzs. JouN, Ruabon, Denbigh, Prin*er. Oct 2i at3. Off Rec, Crypt chmbrs, 
JONES. vous Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil, Tea Dealer. Oct2iat3. Off Rec, Merthyr 
LovEDAY, “ HARLES PERKINS. and Joun EDWARD Evans, Swansea, Builders. Oct 
@iat3. Off Rec, 6. Rutland st, Swansea 
Muir Epwarp Pishopston. Gloucestershire, Bank Clerk. Oct 21 at 3. Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristo 
Moser, a ee, ironmonger lane, Surveyor. Oct 21 at 11, 33, Carey st, 
Bommas. Wx Wrisax, Southtown, Suffolk, Stationer. Oct 21 at2. Star Hotel, Gt 
——— Tuomas, Carlisle, Fish Hook Maker. Oct 2%at12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher 
RayeuaM, Feepenics, Forest Hill, Builder. Oct 2% at 3. 109, Victoria st, West- 
RoBrssos, -sae, Basew in Furness, Fishmonger. Oct 26 at 10. 2, Paxton ter, 
Snes, Anemos, Folkestone, Tailor. Oct 21 at 10. 47, St George’s st, Can- 
Sricx. 9 | betama netord, Herts, Farmer. Oct 22 at 12. Off Rec, 5, Petty 
Tasnee. Waren ys James, Weston Zoyland, Somersetshire, General Shop Keeper. 
Oct 21 at 11. Bristol Arms Hotel, manewuier 
Wang, Susoes, Dudley, W escsstershive, Des per. Oct 2iatii1. Dudley Arms 
ey 
WHITEHEAD. Westen, Fleetwood, Lancashire, Hairdresser. Oct 24at2. Town- 
Wr221's, E11, Netberton. Worcestershire, Chain Manufacturer. Oct 21 at 11. 
Dodiey Arms Hotel, Duttiey 
Wrsvpz, Marcazer, Dudley, Goods Dealer. Oct 2% at 11.20. Off Rec, Dudley 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
oa ee ores pl, Oxford st, Brass Manufacturer. High Court. 
ae oe a Sas Wath. Holme Cultram, Cumberland, Yeoman. Carlisle. 
were Jous. Buckingham rd, Kingsland, late Publican. Wandsworth. 
June 14. Ord Oct s 
nr Halifax, Joiner. Halifax. Pet Oct 12. Ord Oct 12 
. Cambridge. Pet Oct 


Rucnastaox, Gotorth, Northumberland, Builder. New- 
—o. pe Ke EU 
Great Yarmouth, Draper. Great Yarmouth. Pet Oct 10. 


Guoncr. Tuomuss, Ashton under Lyne, Builder. Ashton under Lyne and Staly- 


Pet Oct 5. Ord Oct 10 
JoOm™, Coventry, Bester. Coventry. Pet Sept 21. Ord Oct 12 


Ga see 8 Walton, ur Liverpool, Master Builder. Liverpool. Pet #opt 
are - Ye Hunton, Kent, Bieckemith. Maidstone. Pet Oct 10. Ord 

Rovent, Forrst Hall, Northumberland, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. 
PI i toy Kany. Derr ston, Ale Merchant. Stockton on Tees and 
cee, ems, omtardawe, ¢ aspen, ous of of business. Neath. Pet Oct 4. 


Jowmge, AigzED Wili1sH, Scarborough, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet Oct 6. 


i 
ur 


af 





penn, Asem, Taal, ur Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. Pet Sept 26. Ora 
Jowne, EDIUxD Maruew, Aberkenfig, nr Bridgend, Grocer. Cardiff. 4 
ct 8. Ord Oct 8 og ie a 
ey tw, yr Montgomery, Tin Plate Worker. Newtown. Pet — 

‘1. . Ord Oct 4 
JonzEs, JOHN, Glamorgan, Farmer. Neath. Pet Oct12. Ord Octig ~ 
JosErH, R, Godliman st, Mantle Manufacturer. High Oourt. Pet Oct 6. Ord ~ 
MaTuHEws, JouHN Wi114M, Folkestone, Painter. Canterbury. Pet Sept2. Ord 


10 
MOWALKER, WILLIAM, Destination, Desper. Stockton on Tees and Middles. | 








- Pet Aug 12. 
Manton, W11114M, Boston, Lincolnshire, Printer. Boston. Pet Sept 19. Ord 
Mri1zR, Epwakp, Bishopston, Glouces, Clerk. Bristol. Pet Oct7. Ord Octig: ~ 


Morean, Epwarpd Joun Tuomas, Bristol, Clerk. Bristol. Pet Oct 10. Ord Oct 


12 
Moreis, GzorGs Enwakp, Lincoln, Joiner. Lincoln. Pet Octil. Ord Oct il 
MOULAND. anne, Trowbridge, Wilts, Dealer in Cloth. Bath, Pet Oct 12, 


Ord Oct 
Musas. Atuxaxpan, Newoastle on Tyne, Brickmaker. Newcastle on Tyne, 
ea Th. Burdett rd, Bow, out of business. High Court, 
Orpen, C H, Gosport, Hants, Lieutenant. P: rtsmouth. Pet June 27, Ord OctT © 
PLOWMAN, FREDERI “rH Damon, Newport, M House Furnisher. Newport, 
Mon. Pet Oct 11. Ord Oct1 — 


Price, WILLIaM, Gt Grimsby, Mason. Gt Grimsby. Pet Oct 12. Ord Octi2 
Resmaaeg, Sesnen. Tokenhouse yd, Financial Agent. High Court. Pet July 


23. Bt 
ROLF, JAMES, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Sheffield. PetSept30. Ord Octig- 
noun, am Tuomas, Bridgend, Licensed Victualler. Oardiff. Pet Oct3, — 


sane, } Hewezy, Builth, Breconshire, Jeweller. Newtown. Pet Sept 
21. 

Srimps, ELIZ ABETH, St Ives, Cornwall, Fish Buyer. Truro. Pet Oct 10. Ord 
wale? by Ls yaaa Nevin, Oarnarvonshire, Mariner. Bangor. Pet Oct 132, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY. Oct. 18. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bal.zy. Fame, Colne, Lancashire, Warp Dresser. Burnley. Pet Oct 13. Ord 
BaRKER, Wnts, Charnock-Richard, Lancs, Innkeeper. Bolton. Pet Sept 30, 
Bresece, W a yy Commission Agent. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall, 

Pet Oct 6. rd Oct 6 


BIRCHALL, ean Liverpool, Jeweller. Liverpool. Pet Oct 14. Ord Oct 15 
BULLER, Ay Lower Sydenham, Kent, Builder. Greenwich. Pet Oct i, 


Ord Oct 
CaBLE, come, babe i Great Giimsby, Smackowner. Great Grimsby. Pet 


Metagus a ak eet 


Sk Puc ay 


Camsan, Hewuap Wameunent, Wereeenth saeecn, Macrae wet, Susan 
Moulding Works. High Court. Pet Oct15. Ord Oct 16 . tA 
Davies, WiitiamM, Rhosym . ar Ruabon, Denbighshire, Grocer. Wrexham, 
Pet Oct 18. Ord ‘Out! oH 


" 


Dopp, Jonn Henry, South well Nottinghamshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Nottinge ~ 
ham. Pet Octi5 Ord Oct 15 85 


a a Farm road, Licensed Victualler. High Court, Pet Oct is a 
CHaRkizs, Bromley, Kent, Bootmaker. Croydon. -Pet Oct 12. Ord ; 


East Stonehouse. Pet Oct7. 
Gares, Lozorweron, Wroxham, Norfolk,Farmer. Norwich. Pet Oct 15. Ord 
Shawell, Leicestershire, Farmers, ~ 


12 
FREEMAN, JouN, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler. 
Ord Oct 13 


pM 


eee 


GILBERT. ALICE, and WILLIAM GILBERT, 


. Pet Oct 14. Ord Oct 14 : 

GeirFiTH, Henry. Lian , Carnarvonshire, Contractor. Bangor. Pet 
Oct 13. Ord Oct 13 bs 
HUMPEASTS, Joun JosEeru, Derby, Fishmonger. Derby. Pet Oct 10. Ord & 
JARDINE, Great Winchester st, Diamond Merehant. High ieee 


WILL, 
"Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 13 


mer Cr WiLovensy, Redland, Brist2l, Dairyman. Bristol. Pet Oct 4, — 
iene, Sas, JaNE, Harrogate, Boarding house Keeper. York. Pet Oct 1% a 









Low, Jony. Rhyl, Innkeeper. Rangor. Pet Oct 12. Ord Oct 12 

Luckmas, Wr1i11AM, Coventry, F: . Coventry. Pet Oct 14. Ord Octis- 

eRe i Od Ot | + , Sussex, Builder. Lewis and Eastbourne. Pet ~ “ 

MiLiwarp, W. Cuan, eae hen Westbourne pk, Doctor. h Court. 
Pot Rept 6. ‘Ord Oct Pp sq, P Hig 






Moss. D. Davin, Maesteg. Secemnashinn, Collier. Neath. Pet Oct 18, Ord 
REDFERN “sem Tuomas, Ashford, nr Bakewell, Derbyshire, Marble Merchant. 
Derby. Pet Sept #7 Ord Oct 12 
RICHARDS, ALEXANDER Okehampton, Devon, Hairdresser. East Stone 
house. Pet Oct 15 eo 


” comspeme owas Redhestes, Clerk. Rochester. Pet Sept 19, Ord | 


Oct 1 18 
meio 10, Ord Oat 10 , King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Innkeeper. King’s Lynn. Pet 
Ranma, Faas Francis Wootnovsz, Sandy, Beds, Saddler. Bedford. Pet Oct 


Y F Kingston upon Hull, 
Scam, Marra ‘Onh Oot ie orks, Farmer. ngston upo 
sor Ook 8 ou, Canning Town, Chemist. High Court. Pet Sept 11 
Suirn. Josuru Jam 












Metndes, me. Mowpent, Mi , Builder. Newport, 
Pet Oct 14. Ord , edhe 
Watxen, J 





Marquees “4, Canonbury, Woollen Agent. High Court. 
Waemy sous, West Bromwich, Staffs, Brewer. Oldbury. Pet Oct 13, 


Woon, Sypnzy Pepuicx, Torquay, Tailor. Exeter. Fet Oct 13, Ord Oot 18 
The following notien jo substiouted ice that published is the 










Museen, Quist ARLES JAmMus, Oxford, . Oxtord, Pet Aug 
The amended notice is substituted for that published in the 





11. 
Urrton, Evwanp, Noi , Leicestershire, Coal Merchant, Leicester. 


w, O1d Oct7 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 
BARKER, siete Cliviger, nr Burnley, Farmer. Oct 26 at 3. Exchange Hotel, 
Nicholas st, Burniey 
Wit11aM, Charnck- Richard, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oct 27 at 11. 16, 
ire, num, Whitetable, Kent, Diver, Oct Bea Ke 
ARTLE’ NEY. tstable, Kent, Diver. 36 at 3.15. r and 
4 Hotel, AViiteta ble . 
BELL, ROBERT, Rastrick, nr Halifax, Joiner. Oct 26 at 11. Off Rec, Hatifax 
Bussor, W: H. Burslem, Commission Agent. Oct 27 at 4. Off Rec, Newcastle 
e 
Brake, J. G., Norfolk st, Strand, Proprietor of Theatrical Companies. Oct 25 at 
i. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s ion 
BRAITHWAITE, THOMAS, Downshire hill, Hampstead, Solicitor. Oct 25 at 12, 33, 
Carey st, st, Lincoln's ion 
Brians, GOODWIN, Luton, Grocer. Oct 26at11. Off Rec, Park st West, Luton 
BUTTERWORTH, Epwarp Jackson, Manchester, Manufacturer. Oct 25 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, P aridge st, 
CATTERMOLE, CHARLES, Princess rd, Lambeth, Boot Dealer. Oct 25 at 2.30. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln's ion 
Cox, Epwarep CALEB, Milton, Hampshire, no occupation. Oct 26at11. 4, East 
st, Southampton 
Davis, THoMas HENRY, and Grorcs Lister Laren, Livommpl, Paint Manu- 
facturers. Oct 26 at3. Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liv 
Dray, WitLtAM, Twickenham, Vo sepa, Oct 25 at + he Bankruptcy bdgs, 
Porvuge! st, —— ~ - fiel Oixheod D et » 
ysoN, EpWarD RicH#arD, James st, Oxford st, Draper. 27 at 2.30. Bank- 
D ruptcy bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
EVANS, ee Pevygraig, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 26 at 12. Off Rec, Merthyr 
ty 
Francis, THomas, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Diaper. Oct 25 at 2.30. Off Rec, 3, 
Crockberbtown. Cardiff 
GrirFiTH, Henry, Lianfairisgaer, Carnarvon, Contractor. Nov 3 at 12.30. 
Queen’s Head Uafe. Bangor 
omar L ved ANN, Folkestone, Hosier. Oct 27 at 12. Bankruptcy bidngs, 
ncoin 6 inn 
Horxins, WitL1am, Leighton Buzzard, Bedfordshire, Butcher. Oct 27 at 1. 
Off Rec, Park st West. Luton 
HUMPHREYS, JOHN ~~ Derby, Fishmonger. Oct 25 at 3. Off Res, St 
James’s chbrs, Dei by 
Huxury, — THOMAS, Stockwell pk rd. Oct 26 at 2.30. 38, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
Jones, Jonny, Lianguicke, Glamorganshire, Farmer. Oct 2%atii. Off Rec, 6, 
HKutland st, Swansea 
Joxrs, I'Homas, Trevor, Carnarvonshire, Settmaker. Nov 8 at11.30. Queen’s 
Heai Cafe, Bangor 
cam F "xy Yeston super Mare, Baker. Oct 26 at4. Off Rec, Bank 
c rs, D1is 
Lapp, WALTER WILLOUGHBY, Redland, Bristol, Dairyman. Nov 4 at 3.30. Off 
Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Lord, Mary JANE, Harrogate, Boarding house Keeper. Oct 27 at 12.80, Off 
Rec. 17, Biake st. York 
Mantrx. bed nny Willesden Green, Builder. Oct 27 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ncoln’s inn 
monean, paveee 5 oHN THOMAS, Bristol, Clerk. Oct 26 at3.30. Off Rec, Bank 
rs, sto 
Monais, mares, Maesteg, Glamorganshire, Collier. Oct 29 at 2. Royal Hotel, 
MOULAND, GEORGE, srowkeldign, Wilts, Dealerin Cloth. Nov 3 at 3.30. George 
Hotel, Trowbrid 


Nusy, EDOAR, Th: - paton, Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 25 at 12.15. Off Reo, 2, West- 
te st, Ipswic 
gage Lg apveranige, Yorkshire, Innkesper. Oct 26at 11. Off Rec, Bank 
chbrs, Batley 
Otp1s, Epwarp CHARLES, and ALBERT JouHN O1pIs, Wilson st, Finsbury, 
Builders Oct26atil. Bankruptc bldgs, Liacoln’s inn 
3 gpa. Clapham 14d, Provision Dealer. Oct 25 at 12, 33, Carey st, 
nevln’s inn 
ProwMaN, FREDERIC Damon, Newport, Mon, House Furnisher. Oct 27 at 12. 
Bauk: uptcy bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 
REDFERN, JoHN THOMAS, Ashford, nr Bakewell, Derbyshire, Marble Merchant. 
Ost 26 at 2. Rutland Arms Hotel, Bakewell 
RoLLASON, ALEXANDER EDWARD, Rochester, Clerk. Oct &7 at 11.30. Off Reo, 
High st, Rochester 
Rowg, WILLIAM Gpantme, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Nov 8 at 10. 
Cou:t House, King’s Lyn 
Serezass, Fuancis WooLHovse, Sandy, Bedford, Saddler. Oct 31 at 12. 8, St 
aul’s 8q, 
parva, HENRY, Womersley, Yorks, Farmer. Oct 25 at 2. Red Lion Hotel, 
ontefract 
tmrrn, JosrPH JAMES, Maindee, nr Newport, Mon, Builder. Oct 98 at 3, Off 
Ree, 12, Tredegar p!, Newport, Mon 
STrBB, sunaaeie, Oe t Ives, Cornwall, Fish Buyer. Oct 25 at 12. Off Reo, Bos- 
cawen st, T, uro 
Tuomas, Joun, Saundersfoot, Pembroke, Builder. Oct 26 at 11. Off Reo, Oar- 


moerthen 

Tuomas, WILLIAM, Give Neath, Glamorgan, Coal Merchant. Oct 25 at 2.30, 
Castle Hutel, Neath 

Urtox, EDWARD, ‘Narborough, Leicester, Coal Merebant. Oct 95 at 12.90, %, 
Friar jane, Leicester 

Witt1aMs, ROBERTS, Mora, Nevin, Carnarvon, Mariner. Nov 38 at 11.15. 
Queen’s Head Cafe, Bangor 

Woop, GT, Miles lane, Oct 26at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln's inn 


zee, Srpuey Pup Prprick, Torquay, Tailor. Oct 26 at 11. Off Reo, 13, Belford 
circus, Bre 
YarTEs, GEORGE, Bath, Printer. Oct 25 at 2.90, 38, Oarey st 





The following amended notice is substituted fe that pub‘ished in the 
London i ge of 
Mipraatord, Maniutscturers. Bah os a7 at 11,80, PRED, gud VY yp ny oo 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bazy, Frxp, 0. ine, Lancashire, Warp Dresser, Burnley. Pet Oct 18. Ord 
Basxes, Wruasas,. Charncch-Richené, Lancashire, Innkeeper, Bolton. Pet 
ean Oy WittiaM Joun, Winchester, Wincbester, Pot Oot 10. Ord 
Daanpan.t, Waar Epwtn, Old Kent road, Oilman, High Court, Pet Aug 31. 
Bavax, Jon, ‘and James Evans, Swansea, Brokers. Swansea, Pet Sept 27. 
GicxtEey, Tomas Hunny, Leicoster, out of business, Leloester, Pet Oot 1, Ord 


U 
onus, sepeas, Bushey Hill road, Camberwell, Draper. High Court. Pet Sept i 
ir 


Reoureamonor firm ss me 
REVIEWS 








Brmpeck, WH, Burstem, Comission Agent. Hanley, Baron, oa} Tassie, 
Bouts, Josnex, Lower Sydenham, Kent, Builder. Greenwich. Pet Oob 41. 
Caney, CemRe Gesiaty. nt Geaet Geienthy, Smack Owaer. Groat Grimsby. Pet 


Ook or jt Ord Os Milton, Hampshire, no occupation. Southampton... Pet 


Oct iz. Ord Ost 13 
cm ea Bridgend, Glamorganshire, Draper. Oardiff. PetOct4. Ord 
peak ame Y, Lianfairisgaer, Carnarvonshire, Contractor, Bangor. Pet 


Oct 12, Ord Oct 13 
» THomas, St Albans, Builder, St Albans. Pet Sept 20. Ord Oct 13 


Roeqm, foun Rowans, Foreansdes, Caraarvonshire, Photographer. Bangor. 
Gua. 7. S.. Seedmere rd, Clapham, Builder. High Court. Pet Aug 20. 
Braves Sonn JosEPH, Derby, Fishmonger. Derby. Pet Oct 10. Ord 
Hivremiseom, Anruve, Huddersfield, Warehouseman. Huddersfield. Pet Sept 
i, Geonss Fasnantcx, Leleestet, Coal Merchant. Leicester. Pet Sept 
Jackson, JOHN, St Albans, Saddler. St Albans. Pet Sept13. Ord Oct 13 
Jones, Davip HOPKIN, ee Accountant, Cardiff, Pet Aug 17. OrdOstt 
Jones, Ropert WALLEN, Hammersmith, Reti Lieut-Col 
gh Court, Pet aug = a Or tk _ 
Kenxox, + aad on Sea, . Colchester. Pet Septw. Orl 
Kava, Jaauanens, Weston super Mare, Baker. Bristol. Pet Sept 2. Ord 
LovepaY, CuaRLes Perxkouvs, and Joun Epw. jwansea, Builders. 
Swaosea. Pet 627. Ord Oct 7 wandagtenodes 
Low, Jony, Rhyl, Innkeeper. ) SA Pet Oct 11. Ord Oct 12 
LucKMAN, WILLIAM, Coventry, Fruiterer. Coveatry. PetOcti4. Ord Oct 15 
Morris, Davin, Maesteg, Glamorgan, Collier. Neath. Pet Oct 13. Ord Ost 18 
Nuxy,  Monan, Thrandeston, Suffolk, Farmer. Ipswich. Pet Sept 12. Ord 


ectaenn * srexaunen Epwarp, Rochester, Kent, Clerk. Rochester. Pet 


t 29. Ord Oct 13 
news, we a CRAEEER, HARLES, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Innkeeper. King’s Lynn. Pet 
SAUNDERS, FRaNcis Woopnovsz, Sandy, Bedford, Saddler. Bedford. Pet Oct 


iw, Weeton, nr Patrington, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston upoa 
Het Oot 18 Ord Oct 13 ie 


Bury St Edmunds, Commercial Traveller. Bury St Edmunds. 


Ord Out 14 
STEPHEN g me ‘ 
ar. ie CE EORGE, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet 
Stick, NicHoLas, Buntingford, Herts, Farmer. Cambridge. Pet Sept 23. Ord 


Tmomas, WiLitaM, Glyaneath, Glamergen, Coal Mecchant. Neath. Pet Oct 12, 

Doamay, Teer ArrTaue, Sheffield, Watchmaker. Sheffield. Pet Octé. Ord 

TRaNTER, THomas, Hereford, Gardener. Hereford. Pet Sept 23. Ord Oct 15 

Oreos, Sawa. Harborough, Latenster, Coal Marchant, Leicester. Pet Sept 

Woop, SYDNEY PEpRIcK, Torquay, Tailor. Exeter, Pet Oct 12. Ord Oct 15 

Wasems, Buns, Southampton, Lead Merchant. Southampton. Pet Sept 29. 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 


Gazette of 20. 
Licensed Victualler. Oxford. Pet Aug 17. 


Hupson, Cuartzs James, Oxford, 
Ord Sept 14 








BIRTHS, MARE IAGSS, AND DEATHS. 


BoYERr. — Ont. 10, oh tRbenneeek Uelie Wutiahin the wane Sine 
Lawrance Moyer, solicitor, of a son. 
Munpay.—Oct. 17, at avenue, Sarbiton-hill, the wife of Joha H. 
Pann Och ths of Ceancnet as tn tte oh Riemindes Mais caitlin, eaten 
MARRIAGES. —— 


me on of the Midale T ‘taple, be Fistor-atia wr, ¥o aboth Susan Oaieoss 
mh . 
Litre we a Pay «Beceem did Little, soliciter, to 
me a ponertnet | W. 


~ Burns. —Ovt. f Southport, Arthur Snow, solleiter, 
“elds, ty Louis, Louies, daughter of tee inks Then, Walgete Mines’ of White Leo 
3 
DEA’ 
Jaman. OG, Wi, oh Therehegae, » Mark Jameson, of Gray’s-ian, 


RobkaTs.- Oct: 16 at Upper Montagae-street, Russcll-equare, Philip Roberts, of 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 


regularity, 
in the Country, #& is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 








conrare. 


yanaar ge ae pe | re TRQUISTTIONS ..00..0005 = 
BNDOR Sete + eee «eee « 
RIORATION OF THE JOURRAL «..00.00 = 


PROPRRTY ..0. .ss008 «+20 Nacnssant eee pheepasseence NOS PORES Vee eeee eee 
Is COMPULSTON REALLY Necgssany SN 
se 5 eeee Seeee 
eeee eee EP Oee 

seas en eeeee® 









See eee eS HSR ee Hee ee © eee 








AU letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be 
authentiouted by the name of the writer. 
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FIRE!! BURGLARS!! 


JOHN TANN’S 


“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 


SA FES 
FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES. 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 5s.,and £8 5s. 











LISTS FREE. 


11, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, E.C. 





LAY-;ors Competitive Examination for | 


the Situation of puenpeneery Clerk in the 


Solicitor’s Office of the Intana Kevenue Department, | 


&c (i8—3v), 8th November. 
The 


date specitied 1s the latest at which applica- | 
om. They must be made on torms | 


= can be receiv 
be obtained, wi iculars, from the SECRETARY, 
Civil Revise Commision, Londun, 8.W. 


10 SOLICITORS and Others.—Any per- 
son having in his possession a Lease, dated ist 
January, 1513, made vetween Lord Darnley and 
Mesers. Wil « Sas of Premises situate 
at Market, E.C., is requested to forthwith 
Communicate with Messrs. Pitts & SAVAGE, Solici- 
— 57 and 59, a E.wu. 


—EE 


HE SOCIETY of ACCOUNTANTS and 
AUDITORS. (Incorporated 188.) The Fellows 
pescciones ot this Society practice in all parts of 
nited Kingd.m, and are styled “ Incorporated 
Accountants.” Lists of the Members and all infor- 
mation may be obtained upon application to the 


weecretary. By order of the Cuuncil, 
f JAMES MAK —— | apeagy 
v JANTED, ' in n the Couatey, by a , thorouyhly 
s haw of good education and ad- 
cress, a Bia sition, ersten tod keoude 
oe gts ina tor’s or Agent's 
Ofice, bas had, both mS heey and ee the 
extire “management o ouse Property, Uollection of 
Meuts, Int rest, Tithes, Insurance, &c., and the 
songues x the Ac-ounts relating thereto ; first class 
and security.—K., s, Coldstream-terrace, 
Caraiff. 


ASHIER, or other Confidential Position 

{zot Icgal) in a Solicitor’s or other office; long 

im the collection of rents and manage- 

ment of house property ; thoroughly reliable in every 

wWsy ; varied business experience ; well understands 

bouk-keeping ; unexceptionable references. —Address, 

J. K., ewe vf Coombes & Uo., 10, Paternoster- 
square, E.C. 








© ADVOCATES aod PUBLIL 
SPEAKERS.—A Graduate of Oxford (formerly 
Trmity and Mem! 


ocacy 
ve Guineas.— emt ma ADVOCATE, care of 
ee TT, 


| Strand, and 


EDE AND SON, 
RoBE eS MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
the Lord Chancellor. the Whole of 
ch, Corporation of oy Pn Pity 


To Her Maj 
the Judicial 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs a Gomme for Poem, Sows Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace. 
CORPORATION aosts. UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


T2 LAW BEPORTS (Second-hand).— 

fine set, complete, half calf, 1866 to 188% in- 
clusive, with Digests; good as new.—S. R., 27, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. 


of you want Money without Fees—amounts 
— to £1,000—before plying elsewhere see Mr. 
st an CLIBURN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 
8 Tee 


OOKS BOUGHT. —To Executors, Solici- 
tors, &c. een SOTHERAN & CO., 136, 


nee Ma , PURCHASE 
or smaller lections 0: "Books, in town or country, 
giving the utmost value in cash. 


Experienced 
valuers sent. Removals without trouble or ex —— 
to sellers. £stablished 1816. Telegraphic Ad 

“ Bookmen, London.” 














OME for the TREATMENT and CURE 
YEBRIETY and MORPHIA HABIT, 
louse, Twickenham. — Charmingly 
lemen only. Limited number taken. 
Billiard room, lib lawn tennis court, bowls, &c. 
rhe whole se staff Dledged at abstainers. Terms—2) to 5 
guineas wee ticulars from the poem | 
Superintensdent, H. BRANTHWAITE, F’.R.C.8. Ed. ; and 
reference is permitted to Messrs. MUNTON & Mozzis, 
Solicitors, 954, Queen Victoria-street, London. 


\ EDICAL CARE and SUPERVISION. 
a —A married Physician Offers a comfortable 
Home near hve ng (co 21 in summer, — in rae reno : 
peasant grounds. ths ; 











tennis, sea ba’ te 
—Dr. HEELas, Mountfield, E Bonchurch, in Tale of Wight" | 


Tv UUATIUN. —To fo Solicttors aud other | 
Professional Men and Gentlemen of Limited In- 
come.—A few boys, sons of the above, are admitted 
into a well-known fa pans of high tone on greatly 
reduced fees.—For full particulars address, iu strict 
confidence, “‘Mu,” care of Messrs. Relfe Bros., 6, 
Chastemhonsp-Senaing*. Aldersgate, City, E.C. 


ADEIBA.—REID’S HOTELS.—Splen- 
4 did Climate; every comfort for Visitors ; 
short sea passage. Santa Clara under new manage- 
ment. —Apply to WiL1t1AM REID. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by suthoruy) 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE —No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 

ENBY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 


&e. 
¥.B. One copy of advertisement | 


strictest care promptitude assured. ficial 
lorms for pened meme yew file of “London 


} sept. By ies. srr 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 4 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 


1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 

English made, 

THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT, ~ 


WODDERSPOON & co., 
7, SERLE STREET, awn 1, PORTUGAL STREET, , 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.0. | 


MILNER’S: SAFES, | 


MILNER’S Strong, Holdfast, & Fire Resis 
ing Safes & Banker’s Strong Rooms, | 


MILNER’S DES BOXES 
‘or Lawyers 

MILNER’S B ant 
For Lawyers, 
with japanned boxes 





. from 


spevially fitted 
from 





and 


MILNER’S SAFES 
For Booksand documents ,, 


| MILNER’S SAFES : 
For Church Plate’. 4. 9 
MILNER’S SAFES 
or Jewellery 


| | MILNER’S saree 
For Registrars, specially 
fitted on 


| MILNER’S eh 


i'M ILNER’S sarEs 
‘or Diamonds 


| MILNER’S yon DEPOSITS . 


ILLUSTRATED yy ESTIMATES FF 





28, Finsbury-pavement, B.C. ~ 
28, Market-street, Manch 

8, Lord-street, Liverpool. a 
Phoenix Safe vor Liverpe 


MILNER’s, 
MILNER’S, 
| MILNER’S, 
| MILNER’S, 


PrUBNISH our HOUSES or APAB ¥ 





trices. N tra charge f. time | 
Cash p 0 ex ‘or riven. | 
| Particulars, a oe opinions, 


F. _E, MOEDER, 248, di nhaminl 
and 19, 20, 21, x ~ ell: . Bete 
1» 20, » Morw eleueot We Es 


ALSO for HIRE | CHAE - 








SOLICITORS’ 


BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wives, 


Widows, and Families. 





The Firrs-scwre Hatr-Yeautx Gexezat Merrixo of the Members of this Association will be held at the Guanp Horer, Bastnovanz,® 
Widnerday, the 26th inst., at 12 noon :—To receive from the Board their usual Half-yearly Report ; to elect Directors and Auditors for the 


ycer; and to traneact other general Business. 


9, Uifford’s-inn, London, E.C., October 314, 1887. 


4 


5 p-m., at a charge of 10s. 64. per head (exclusive of wine). 





Keg, Sclicitor, Spencer House, Vastbourne, on or before Furpar, Ocronsn 21st, 


JAMES THOMAS SCOPT, Secretary, © 


' 
* For the convenience of Members wishing to leave astbourne by the Evening Trains, an carly Dinner will be provided at the Grand B 
Gentlemen who may desire to dine, will please send their names to Ricuanp Pit 








Cl 





